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PREFATORY DISCOURSE, . 


88 0% * 


Thoughts on the Usz and leeres 
of F 1 RSV. 


F it were to be Ae ied 
J neral ballot. what particular 
of writers ſhould be-condegn | 
laſting ſilence, polemic ee ! in- 


floh be honoured: with the firſt ma- 1 Wl. 


rity(# 4; 
ar would, in * * Giſt place, | 
proſcribed by the members of their own. 
faculty, among whom the ſedate and 
orderly ſons Xx diſcretion, are for ever 
declaring their averſion to all religious 
diſputation, as dangerous to eccleſiaſti- 
cal found s, bleſſing their ſtars that 
the repoſe and Maron, on of an eſta- 
bliſhment, have ſet chem above the 
S. ane 
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temptation of ſecking their bread * 


their fame, out of the beaten track of 
authorized and orthodox confeſſions {a} 
With theſe would agree ſtateſmen and 


| politicians, whoſe plans and enterprizes 
might be grievouſly embarraſſed by the- 
ological diſquiſition, of which tuſtory 
affords rode of wanne, 6. 

N 


(a) A certain ingenious writer hath indeed inſinuated 
lately, that ſome pious fathers would probably exert them- 
telves in this province, © if the drudgery of , controverſy 
& were not 100 ee, taken out of their hands”. Meral 
and political Dialogues, p. 75. Does this gentleman mean 
that theſe offerous drudges ſhould ftay for the licence of theic 
pious fathers, as was the caſe in the reigns of the Jamexs 
and the Charleses? One pious re I could name, who 
when theſe dialogues were publiſhed; was ſtill living, an 

honour and an ornament to the bench he ſat upon, not 


only entertajned different ſentiments, but did not fcruple to | 


publiſh them to the world, in one of the ſtrongeſt and moſt 
affecting pleas for the liberty of the pref, that the preſent. ot 
perhaps the laſt age has ſeen. And I would willingly hope 
he may have left behind him Arte fathers of the ſame 1 
rous way of thinking. 

© (6) Politici gui ſape dogmata vera a falſis,  ſalabria a "noble 
non norunt diſtinguere, omnia nova f: ſpefia habent, Grot. in 
Act. xvii. 6. In this maxim C viz. that the grand points 
of Chriſtianity ought to be taken as infallible revelations} 
ce all bigotted divines and free-thinking politicians agree; 
the one for fear of diſturbing the eſtabliſhed religion; the 
< other leſt the diſturbance ſhould prove injurious to their 
<«< adminiftratian' of government.” Note upon a letter of 


Balingbroke to Swift in Pope” s Works, Vol. IX. p. 121. ed. 
1753 One would imagine the author of this note 9 
7 ; | 1 | hae 


\ 


* 
e 
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TS 
Lawyers, Phyſicians, and Philòſo- 
phers of different claſſes, might perhaps 
foreſee little or no inconvenience in de- 
bates, with which their ſtudies and occu- 
pations are underſtood to have ſo little 
connexion {c). The ſuffrage of theſe 
however muſt of courſe be conformable 
to the taſte of their clients, patients, 


and patrofite®7 - 177020277777 


2 
EY ; 


have no objection to the examination, and, if need be, the 

crrefion of theological forms and ſyſtems. Common fame 
however, ſpeaks him to be the ſame perſon of whom it is 
faid in another note, that, „he is one of thoſe men who. wiſh 
to ſce things continue as they are, and not, as the ſaints 
« yearn, to ſee the rubbiſh of human ordinances taken out 
„of the way.” ¶ Moral and political. dialogues, p. 295. 

Would not ſome peaple conclude from hence, that he mu 

either be a b:gotted divine: or . a free-thinking politician © But 
conſi/tency is not the vice of theſe moral and palitical writers. 
For, would yau believe it? This very man who thus ſneers 
ve godly work of reformation, falls foul, in his Poſiſcript, upon 
Hume the hiſtorian, for “ laying out half of his pains in 
<« expoſing. the abſurdities of reformed religion. Now 
Hume's pains are ' chiefly. laid out in taxing the reformers 
themſelves with enthuſiaſm and edition. And is/not this the 

very objection which this Dralogi/? and his maſter have to 
thoſe, whom he, in deriſion, calls ſaints? And will they 
undertake to ſhew that the ſaint he means go upon -worſe or 
«ther principles, than our fit reformers?  — 
(c) We are told however. that the catholic Phyſicians of 
France made the greateſt oppoſition of any others to Proteſ= 


* 


D 


tants taking degrees in their faculty after the Edict of Nantes. 
Comme fi la docirine des Medecins, Favs the hiſtorian, unit de 
Dands mterets a demeler avet Pherefie. Hiſt. de PEdit de Nantes, | 


Liv. vi. p. 271. 


a2 2 


— . 


7T iv. * 


On another hand, the profeſſors in 


polite literature, the connoiffeurs in the 


fine, and the adepts in the finer arts, per. 
fectly ſhudder at 3 ſight of any thing 


that has a ſcholaſtic or a theological air. 
The ſ pectres of the 11 Luther, 
and the horrid Calvin are ever . 
their eyes, and the ſound of the axes and 
hammers, wherewith their diſciples 


broke down all the carved work of the 


mother and miſtreſs of muſic, painting, 
and ſculpture, ſtill in their ears; and if 
future debates ſhould bring on a farther 


degree of what theſe zealots called fe- 


formation, who can anſwer that a ſingle 
Madona of ay character mi icht 1urvive 
the ſtorm a? 

In one word, this general diſaffecion 
to reli gious controverſy, is ſo prevalent, 
that if we believe the monthly writers, 


who cater for readers of all taſtes and 


complexions, there is not one W 


in a thouſand that can digeſt it. Con- 


| (4) Crit. Review for Feb. 1762. p. 133. And for Ju 
the ſame year, p. 460. And Mr, 'Walp e's Anecdotes of 
painting, Vol. III. p. 1, 2. 


. —— 6 Ys ws « Gas JS fr ww ro . a Py 


troverſial 


| 1 v * 
troverſial PR 1s 3 repre- 
ſented in their collections, as ſtale, inſi- 
pid, meagre and nauſeous, and, in ge- 
neral, fit for nothing but to be returned 
upon the hands of tho ſe in ng it to 
market (e.. 
There have hs times Ts" when | 
it bore a better character, and found a 
more equitable and even honourable re- 
ception ; for what particular ſerviees may 


be underſtood by the following account 


of the age of Thomas Becket taken from 
Mr. David Hunie, a witneſs in the pre- 

ſent caſe, to whoſe com POR: there | 
lies no objeRtion, TY 


\ . 
* s 3% — 
. 


(e) * There is ſhares any 23 of writing lo nated. 
“e able to the public, as polemic divinity.” - Monthly Re- 
view for September 1764. p. 237. Be. it known to the 
Reader that one of the two controverſies which drew this 
remark from theſe ſentimental critics, was that called the Ban- 
gorian, in the event of which, the death- ſtroke was given to 
the principles of civil and eccleſiaſtical tyranny, ſo 2 t they 
have neber ſince been able to hold up their heads, not even 
in the ſhape of an alliance, under which a craftiman of no 
ordinary ſkill hath more lately endeavoured to'revive and re- 
inſtate them; What muſt we think of the men who call 
theſe queſtions wnprofitable to the public? But they have al- 
ready received their correction from an abler hand, in an ex- 


cellent letter, ſigned, HODLEIANUS in the ft. James 's 
Chronicle of Ocfober 27, 1764. 5 . 
he 
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knowledge, 


8 4 1 


« The ſpirit of ſuperſtition. Was 3 6 ] 


prevalent 2 it infallibly caught every 


careleſs reaſoner, much more every 
cc 


one whoſe intereſt, honour, and am- 


bition were engaged to ſupport it. 


All the wretched literature of the 


times, was inliſted on that fide. Some 


faint glimmerings of common ſenſe 
might ſometimes pierce through the 
thick cloud of ignorance, or what 
was worſe, the illufions of perverted 
ſcience, which had blotted out the 
ſun, and envelloped the face of nature, 
But thoſe who preſerved them ſelves 


untainted from the general contagion, 


proceeded on no principles which 


. they could pretend to juſtifie. They 
were more beholden to their total 


want of inſtruction, than to their 
ſtill retained 


if they 


ſome The of underſtanding. Folly 


Was poſſeſſed of all the ſchools, as 


well as all the churches, and her vo- 


taries aſſumed the * of philoto- 


( phers, 


z 


q a ; 


phers, t ogether with the enki ons of 


6c «ſrc Jignities FEE” - 

I o diſperſe theſe clouds of folly ow 
ſuperſtition, was, I ap prehend, from the 
very nature of the caſe, the proper work 
of theological controverly, and this 
work, hiffory informs us, theological 


controverſy performed. Roger Bacon 


was one of the firſt who felt the incum- 


brance of ſuperſtition, and the influence 


it had in ing all his endeavours 
to propagate learning and ſcience in va- 
rious branches. He was accordingly ob- 


liged to fight his way through many eſ- 
tabliſhed follies and abſurdities, in order 


to introduce thoſe amazing plans, which 
are ſtill doing honour to his name and 
memory (g). Tis true, he fo far failed, 
that ſuperſtition ſtill kept its ground, 


and prevented in a great meaſure, the 


raifing any ſuperſtructures of conſequence 


upon Bacon $ pomp. for full two 


0 Hume's Hiſt. Vol. 1 p- 294. 4%. 
1 (g) See Bacons [Roger] article in the Birr. Britan. 
em. (e) 


hundred 


/ 


K.. viii LL 


| hundred years. At length FEY Marth 


Luther, 6 confining all his powers 


to theological cube, laid bare the 


ſuperſtition of the times to the very root, 
and expoſed it in all its deformity, to the 
view of the whole world. From this 
period true religion and uſeful learning 
ſprung -up together at a thoufand open- 
ings, were cheriſhed by the kindly heat 


of patronage and emulation, and plenti- 


fully watered by the free courſe of rati- 
1 debate, to which the uncontrouled 
examination of the e gave the 


firſt occaſion . 


Mr. Hume indeed hath fa ciubes A 


that « the ſpirit of popiſh 9 


7 b) Dr. AA. en is no inconſiderable authority to our 


purpoſe. Speaking of Brutus and Cicero's correſpondence 
he tells us, that, As the genuin letters ſubſiſted till the 
6 purity of the Latin was loſt, fo theſe remains ' which are 


© now in our hands, were actually i in being long before that 


e purity revived, bein ng cited by Petrarch, two. centuries he- 
fore the reſormats on. 
as the epoch whence taſte and fine writing began to floriſh 


in Europe. Diſſert. on theſe Epiſt. p. XIV. A book was 


put into the Index expurgatorius, anno 1677, with an Ap- 


pendix, De abominanda barbarie que ren literuriam ante LU- _ 
HER UNI zdaverat. See the Roman Index of Benedit 


XIV. publithed in the year 1758. b. 182. at the word 
MITTERN ACHT * 


CC was 


Which a conſequently conſidem 


45 ix + | 

t was no hindrance to the introduction 
of literature, or even of liberty i). 
But reconcile this who can, with what 
he ſays, p. 286. of the volume already 
cited, vid. © that the prevailing opini- 
ons and ſentiments of the age [of 
i Becker] were matter of principle and 
« conſcience.” In that caſe furely, they 
muſt continue to keep the mind in the 
darknefs and ſlavery above deſcribed, till 
they were refuted and exploded ; * 
that they never were to any purpoſe till 
the time of Lwther's reformation. If 
Mr. Hume thinks fit to contradict him- 
ſelf, it is nothing to me. There are cer- 
tain ſeaſons when authors loſe the ſenſa- 
tion of their own prejudices, and then 
it is you may follow them with the 
greateſt fafety. The paſſage I have cited 
from Mr. Hume, concerns a period of 
time, when the proteſtant reformaticn 
was out of fight, when Mr. Hume per- 

* a not of it; when the force 


(i) See the as Letters on Mr. H O Hiſtory, 

Ro V. Sands and Donaldſon at Edinburgh 1758. Letters 
an 

— * of 


1 | 


teF 


of truth extorted from dn a. 2 8 
tion, which his averſion to our tuftRefor- 


mers was not at hand to controul. 


A more recent critic, who is Hog ; 


wiſe diſpoſed to do our firſt Reformers 


full ale, ſeems to me to have blamed 


; them 1 in the wrong place, by not diftins 
guiſhing ſufficiently between the effect 
& een tyranny, and the effect 


of thoſe controverſies to which . ge 


ave occaſion. _ 

« The Calviniftical 8 of the 
« Genevan diſcipline, he tells us, tended 
* to inſpire a perſecuting ſpirit: pole- 


« mical writings conduced to inflame 


& 


A 


religious diſpoſitions H. 


And is not this equally true of 4 


65 ſcopal principles of Engliſh dil, cipline, 
and of the inflammatory polemic yri- 


tings in our own country an hundred 


years after Calvin was in his grave ! ? And 
were there no improvements going for- 
ward during that whole century ? The 
en with is, that theſe very contro- 


650 See the Critical Review for July 1764. Art. i. p. 8. 
verfies 


4 7 


„ 


verſies firſt ue out, E in due time, 
perfected thoſe noble and generous prin- 
ciples of religious and civil liberty, which, 
too probably, without theſe ſtruggles, or 
ſomething of the ſame ſort, would hard- 
ly have been well e to this very 
hour. It is to the controverſies about 
the Geneva diſci pline, that we owe the 
efforts of the excellent Caſtellis to diſgrace 
the infernal doctrine of puniſhing here- 
tics capitally. And though it may be 
faid of him, zuagnis tamen excidit aufis, 
yet did not his documents Aare with 
him *, but being bred and gradually 
nouriſhed by certain choice ſpirits, be- 
came ſtrong enough, in the next cen- 
tury, to bring the great patron and prac- 
tiſer of the vile gadrine; in our own 
country, to the. block. 

Our Critic goes on. © The 3 


« ran high between the Papiſts and the 
« L 3 and. the rage of contro- 


<«verſy took place of calm reaſoning, 


« candid enquiry, and cool diſquiſition,” 


* 2 aer his AiſmniM on from 2 Jived MY 
died at 2 in the utmoſt poverty. See Bayle's Dictionary. 


3 This 


FP 
* 


1 I 


rage of oontroverſy could not then take 


place of them, If calmneſs and candor 


were then. common things in mens dil- 


quiſitions, in what inſtance, we requeſt 


to know, were they ſuperſeded by the 


rage of controverſy ? When Luther fiſt 


attacked Indulgences, publicly, by poſt- 
ing up his Theſes, he declared, that 


calm reaſoning and candid. en into 
| the truth, was all he aimed at. To this 


Maimbourg bears witneſs, as well as 
Sleidan and Seckendorf (1). And the 
truth of it is confirmed by the calm and 


even ſu bmiff we. letters he wrote to the 


0 Non pas, dit il ( i. e. Latin? pour les [Theſes] af- 
ſurer et les ſöutenir comme veritables, mais ſeulement pour 
les examiner (dans une difpute r 2 a fin qu'on put 


Feciaircir de la verite, Maimb. Hiſt. Luth. liv. i. p. 3 


$leidan. lib. i. Pp. 1, 2 < eee lib. 1. P- 24. 


Pope, 


This is writing backwards. ths ® 
matter; let us attend him. It would 
be very obliging if this gentleman would 
inform us where all this cal reaſoning, 
candid enquiry, and cool diſquiſitiom were 
to be found, before the conteſt between 
the Papiſts and the Lutherans commien- 
ced. if they had not hen exiſted, the 


. 


pe, © "Ro ITC hop of Mentæ, and 
| the biſhop of Brandenburgh,. The mage. 
of controyerſy, it is owned, began on 


this ocaſion, by the fury of Ectius and 


Prierias and — =o learned cri- 
tic may think, if theſe. men, and their 
Clos had not been. followed and ex- 
poſed in their own way, in in all human 
probabili ity, every advantage which the 


vriter of this eſſay himſelf aſcribes to the. | 


proteſtant oceans: dan n Wer 
pointed... 

. « But thou EY condos . 
d the — of theſe diſputants re- 


« tarded, for a time, the progreſs. of 


e arts, ſeiences, and belles lettres, yet 


% ſome extraordinary geniuſes; adorned 


* the 15th century, ws 26 enlightened 
« underſtandivgs I all: ob- 


ic. ſtacles. bets Th 
In what one iofiance;; Pater. uber rſs e 
tended, that the virulence of theſe dil. 


putants retarded the progreſs of arts, &c* 
for a fingle moment? Luther himſelf at | 
leaſt is innocent of the charge, who was 
a neee in muſic; not only a per- 

former 


"SH 2 


former, but a bellen ge 1 . 
And one of his domeſtie concerts, where 
Luther himſelf preſides is the ſubject of 
Aa capital picture by Tiriam now to be 
ſeen in Scotland (n). He was alſo an in- 
ingenious dsgner, of which a remarkable 
inſtance is preſerved by Sleidan (o). And, 
as Dr. Fortin expreſſes it, ſacrificed to 
the Graces in ſome elegant latin verſes (); 
and all this in the midſt of the rage and 
virulence of controverſy, of which he 
bore the greateſt burden every way. 
How many thouſand artiſts an philo- 
ſophers were there in thoſe days, to 
whoſe progreſs theſe diſputes did not, 
could not give the leaſt interruption? 
But who, after all, were theſe extraor- 
dinary Geniuſes, who, in ſpite of pole- 
mic divinity, adorned the 1 Ich century? 
Will the reader believe that the only in- 
| Rance 1 1s e TAN 


* , 3 
» & 2.1, * 4 PF 7 , 753 
* _ Z 


5 16 Kerken. . i. | 
n) In the collection o the right bons 1 Earl of Kin- 
noul at Duplin Caſtle, "10 15.8: $63 
() Sleidan. Com. lib. xvi. p. 344. fol. 
) Life of Eraſmus, Vol. I. p. 126. and ue due | 
ib, 1, p. 165. where mos are ſpecimens. 1 
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hs was 0 W il half of the: ** 


century was run out? With the like want 


of preciſion are Bacon, Kaphael, and Ho/- 
tein referred by this writer to one and the 
. ame period; and the pleaſantry of it is, 
that uch men as Shakeſpeare and Hol- 
tein ſhould have obſtacles thrown i in able 
4 by polemic divinity! ) 

Many others of the ſame caſt wich our 
critic have retailed theſe random cen- 
ſures on theological controverſy, againſt : 
whom however we can appeal to writers 
of the firſt eminence, who have had the 
candour and the conſcience to acknow- 
ledge that ſcience and literature are in- 
debted to it for ſome of their moſt valu- - 
able improvements. But then, fay 
our contemporaries, it was but as 

e /caffolaing, which the building being 
« fo far advanced, may be ſpared, and 
« the. finithings executed to better ad- 
vantage without it. 

All in good time. Are you ſure that 
ſcience and literature, in their preſent 
ſtate, may not ſtill be beholden to the- 
n en , even in the inferior 


province 


1 vi. I, 
province Us: ſcaffolding "by 
ſome inſignificant. ſorts: wy literature, 


the 


farther improvement of which would not 


quit the coſt: and it would be abfurd 
to ſay that theology, as a ſcience; bath 
a neceſſary or immediate connexion with 
all other branches of  kaming of more 
importance. What I plead is this 
While debate and examination are al- 
lowed and countenanced in matters of 
religion, which. is -of the higheft con- 


cern, there will be no danger that the 


door ſhould be ſhut againſt 3 


into matters of another nature and ten- 
dency. But if the pop popular S 


| ſhould once be end n am uncon- 


troulable form, conſider the conſequence. 


Syſtem, whether compoſed of popiſn of 
proteſtant materials, is ſyſtem ſtill 3 the 


child of pride and avarice, and the ſoak 


ling of tyrants, hypocrites, and bigots, 


By bete, ſcience and literature of all 
kinds have ever been fuſpected, as un- 


favourable to orthodox foundations. 
Who knows what the ſons of genius 
may ſtrike out in our own,; or in future 

times? 


— 


| oi 1 
thoſe who patronize the ſyſtem in vogue, 
to check theſe efforts by the narrow 
bounds they are Age to preſcribe Z 
Be provident therefore, if 


rational debate for your own ſakes. Keep 
open the door for — that it may not 
be ſhut againſt yourſelves (). 
But modern controverſy is 8 
0 trifling,, unimportant; and fined: ; and- 
what is fill worſe, carried on with a 
« rudeneſs and acrimony highly offen- 
« five, to politeneſs, and ſometimes: to 


common decency; and eng + 


ARS in He. : Cleric 


<= 


« writers are to. be: found. of r 


But who are the vixatell, before = 


dull, trifling, inſipid performandes 9 lures 


Fa bc 5 2 5102 * 205 * 2132 — 1 * * 40 7 Fr 
* ) « Learning es, Hege Rate de preſs, 


© and as any Praneh of fearf may chance to be con- 
nected with ſome. ſcherye of-poliey, the reſtraints. of a i- 


* cenſe or imprimatur, would Cramp. and ketter ing 


ous 
.* minds td ſuch a degret ane, would [Ebltipsfe 1 — 


* {elves to reſt, and leave 1 curion 


for ſuch puerilitles in liter as af cannot 7 5 © 


#1 the- Liberiy of the Preſs, elo mort 7 9; 


« : öʒ 


times? Would you. put it in the power of 5 


you will not 
W WP Encourage examination and 


them the ſooneſt to reper 


Have not others as much right to indulge 


trial, and a candid hearing 


. = other. reſpects, the ableſt defenders of 
dae, neceſſary evils; in others thej 


tution. From others even good n inc 


wit Þ 
ly either the authors, or the retai 


them; but moſt commonly the ene 


And weld you envy fuch men the pri- 
vilege of gratifying their Way at a ſort 
of expence which of all brin 


any fear that capable and NAA read- 
ers ſhould Over- rate fuch writers? And 


their taſle as you or I? In the mean time 
there. are writers in the ſame province of 
real merit. Let all of them have a fal 

and pro- 


ſcribe: the blockheads. as Don = yo 
9 Ts OY 
The wrath, eh, Aker and 


dogmatic ſpirit of ſome controvi 
writings are, we own, -indefenſible. 
They are not pardonable in thoſt who 
Have tlie beſt Se in the world, and art 


N evertheleſs, 


are, in ſome in- 


will admit of Aduntien In ſom 
men, an eager ſpirit is 4 fault ef nt 


2 30 
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angry or fatyrical expreſſions may he 
forced by juſt provocation. “ It 
c where (lays one of our Great Gr: Rav | 


« fathers) L have uſed more ſhar pneſs 
« than is pleaſing to men ene 
% have all palemical writings managed 
„without paſſion, I ſhall only fay that 
e the Drs. ¶Heulin's) hard grating, "hank 
* ſharpened my ſtyle, and made it more 
keen and piercing, than I could have 
allowed myſelf to "os towards a goods 
« naturedadyerſary. Tis almoſt 11 y 
«< impoſſible for him who contends with 
« a fiery and furious antagoniſt, not to 
« be ſometimes a little overheated.” If 
the hands of every writer were to be tied, 
who does not keep within the ſtrict denn 
of Chriſtian moderation and lenity, I 
know ſome individuals of other KI 
who would be as impatient under the re- 
ſtraint as any divine of them all. And 
why ſhould divines be obliged to ſet an 


example, which writers on other ſubj bjeQs 
are not obliged to follow ? i 


a 


A. 


Mr. Bayle, in one of his fits of candof, N | 


nds fault with Mr. Claude for fayivg, 


e 12121üͤ •» 
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in excuſe of Luther's intemperate ſtyle, 
that, Perhaps there was ſome particu- 
ce lar neceſſity, at the time of the refor- 
e mation, to employ the ſtrongeſt ex- 
cc preſſions to awaken men from that pro- 
&« found ſlumber, in which they had lain 
« fo long.” Whereupon Mr. Bayle ob 
ſerves that, © becauſe God is pleaſed 
© ſemetimes to make uſe of ſuch inſtru- 
« ments, it will not follow that violence 
© and paſſion are commendable, upon 
c pretence that the corruption of the 
c world needs the harſheſt treatment /*).” 
I apprehend Mr. Claude did not think of 
commending Luther's paſſion and violence; 
on the contrary, he withes he had been 
more temperate in his writings. So do J, 
if his intemperance, upon any occaſion, 
led him into calumny or falſehood; which 
however in deſcending to particular in- 
ſtances, would bear a diſpute ). For 


the 


* 


6) Bayi”'s Dit. Latber [T] 
t) For inſtance, where he ſays Jeram Alexander was born 

2 Few. Others had ſaid fo before Luther; and though Alex- 
£4, in refuting this imputation, inſiſted upon being de- 
ended from the Marquiſſes of ria, vet it was ſaid, thei 
| 7 


es 


the reſt, if the times wanted Luther, they 
wanted him with all his appurtenances; 
nor could his zeal, or what is called his 
intemperance, have been ſpared, without 
wanting the Reformation too .. 
But every intemperate writer is not a 
Luther, nor intituled to the ſame allow- 
ances. Let us therefore freely conſign 
all paſſionate polemics to thoſe officers 
of juſtice in the republic of Letters, 


family knew nothing of him; and Mr. Bayle bimſelf is obli- 
ped to leave the matter in uncertainty. D:#, Alexander. 
'G). oy 5 
i (2) Melchior Adam, having inſinuated that Luther might 
have made greater proficiency in his youthful ſtudies than he 
did, if he had met with proper maſters, adds, Et fortaſſis ad 
leniendam vehementiam uaturæ, mitiora ſludia vere philoſophiæ, 
t cura formandæ orationis profuiſſent. Vit. Luth. p. 102. 
Luther ſtudied the ſcriptures with the utmoſt attention and 
aſſiduity, and wanted no helps to underſtand them which 
the age afforded. If this ſtudy could not correct any blame- 
able vehemence in Luther's nature, what true philoſophy might 
that be which would have done the buſineſs more effectually? 
With reſpect to the event, it was much better as it was. 
How fit a more temperate and polite ſcholar would have been 
for the work Luther went through, may be conjectured, by 
conſidering the conduct of Eraſmus, who, with all Luther s 
convictions upon his mind, Gould never bring himſelf nearer 
a reformation than ſome ſatyrical ſtrokes upon the ſtupidity 
and impoſtures of Monkery, fevers enough indeed in ſome 
inſtances, but of no great ſignificance from the pen of ſuch 
2 writer, who idolized the Pope and the great churchmen of 
his time, the patrons and upholders of every religious abuſe 
_ and corruption, with the moit abject adulation. | 


7 
o 


who, 


1 „„ 

who, to give them their 8 
lack in bringing offenders of this king 
to condign puniſhment. | 

| Aﬀeer all, may there not 1 — a liche 
affectation in this general clamour againſt 
warm and ſatyrical diſputants? Is human 
nature ſo totally mortified in all thoſe 
who pretend to be ſcandalized at this 
way of managing controverſy, that they 
immediately throw by every book which 
has any bn of Artic ſalt, or even 
of Roman wor mau I once knew 2 
very great and good man who was inge- 

| huous enough to acknowledge, He bad 
preatly profited by ſome. books in which he 
Jhauld lady have read three pages, if 
they had or a by 2 4 
ist by no aueant allied to Chriſtian 
neſs. 

8 the moſt — circundlhunns 
in this caſe is, that numbers of writers 
com plain of this offenſive acrimony in 
others, who are much leſs faulty than 


themſelves (w 9 Theſe ſhould never be 
looked 


i EZ ) « He (Poltgive) is always talking of reaſon, huma- 
© nity, forbearance, and mildneſs : he is always * 


booked u 1 cht, than as 
ſeeking apologies for-indulging their own 
licentious genius, at the expenee of much 


better men than themſelves, who: never | 


gave them the leaſt pretence for retalia- 
tions of this kind: et. which ſome vey 
ſiriking examples might be produced." 

Perhaps if one were to en quire firialy 
into the cauſes why certain reſcripts, of 
no ſmall intrinſic merit, and on no tr- 
fling ſubjedts, have met with fo cool a 
reception in the world, it would be 
found that the gentle, modeſt and paci- 
fic manner, in which the authors of 
them have delivered their ſentiments, has 
contributed n more chan any thisg eier is 


„% 


* the 8 bee 

among men of learning; and perhaps no. man living acts 
* more Tn oppoſition to t ofe pompous 2 e has 
« compoſed an agreeable and witty chapter concerning 
« printed Lier; and no author” Srl bath printed mor 
* thars he himſelf.” Annual! Regi/ter. 1762. p. 50. Think 
not, reader, I have gone to France for want of examples ac 
nome. They were bold Briten: r 
Poet to * F 

Nor baby man az louder in his complies a 5 | 
dan the moſt ao waiter of our own times and en 
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their being ſo little regarded 607 


this I take to have been the caſe. An | 


that particular queſtion. on. which the 
_ enſuing, papers are employed. Dr. Laws 


Appendix is ſo drawn up, as not to give 


the leaſt offence, either to thoſe who 
hold the contrary doctrine upon the 
credit of the church, or to any parti- 


cular Writer who hath explained his own 


ſenſe of the matter to the public. Mr. 


Peclards s firſt and ſecond O8/ergation, 


as well as his Anſwer. to Hlering, are 
patterns of politeneſs and moderation, 


as well as of ſolid. reaſonin g 


ſenſe. Yet have they both been. treated 


with the vileſt calumny, attended wi 


the moſt abſurd as well as baſeſt a ns 4 


tions. And 0 8 their dvr are 


bY e e * If! 


Fo ,- 


(ﬆ) A pregnant Aae of this, is the book: called * 
Lud candid Diſquiſitions relating to the Church of England, &e. 
to which the greateſt objection with ſome perſons as, the 


humble and ſubmiſive; terms in which the authors of that 


work delivered their ſentiments and propoſals, e by 


ſome people, cant and whining. Thus it was of old, and 


thus it is till. There are ſubjects of the utmoſt importance 


to the credit — advancement of true religion, to which, 


whether they who handle them pipe or mourn, the mem of 
e 1 will pay no attention. Whereunts ſhall _ 
| likened? 


„ 


F TY 1 


it: r! 
the weilen of all weak writers,” yet hav: 
they, to all outward appearance; carried 
their point ; the generality of popular 
| ſpeakers or writers, who have occaſion to 
touch upon the future condition of the 
human ſoul, adhering ſtill to the ſyſtem of 
a conſcious ene fate, reſting,. as 
they would have it believed, upon the 
complicated evidence of ſcripture and 
philoſophy, 
[ remember a remark ſomewhere, that 
the generality of readers, when they meet 
with a writer of controverſy who keeps 
within the bounds of moderation and ci- 
vility, and more particularly if he ex- 
preſſes the leaſt lifidence wh with reſpect to 
any part of his argument, preſently eon- 
clude that ſuch a man does not intereſt 
himſelf greatly for the truth of his cauſe, 
and that conſequently the matter in de- | 
bate is of no eſpecial importance. | 
Whether for this, or for ſome other 
reaſon, there is room to believe that this 
is the judgment that is moſt commonly 
formed of the diſpute concerning the in- 
termediate flate of man. — n death and 
d the 


* ** 5 
the reſurrection. It is aps De 4 
| matter of indifference to chriſtians who 
| believe a reſurrection of the dead, and a 

final judgment, in what condition the | 
man, or the ſoul, after the death of tho | 
body, remains, during the interval! 
In order therefore to ſhew the "WF 
foundation there is for a prejudice'of this 
fort, it will be neceſſary once more to 
ſtate the caſe, and to examine what pre- 
tenſions this queſtion may have to the at- 
tention of the ſerious, e and 
reaſonable part of mankind? TT, 
The queſtion is, whether the tape 

afford any juſt and ſolid grounds for the 
doctrine of the immortality of the ſoul of 
man, and particularly, any evidence of 
its exiſtence, when difunited. - from the 
body, in a ſtate of conſcious perception 
and whether, in conſequence of this no- 
tion, there is not a certain intermediate 
ſtate of happineſs and miſery for good and 
wicked men reſpectively, between deatli 

and the general reſurrection ? 
They who hold the negative in theſe 
point ; ag; that 8 gto the ſerip- 
| ftures, 


L W.. 1 


tures, life and immortality 1 brought 
to light by the Goſpel of C kriſt, in a ſenſe 


excluſwe Hi all — —— teachers, and all 
other revelation, at leaſt from the birth 


of Moſes downwards; excluſive likewiſe 


of all information from. the light of na- 
ture, or the reſult of philoſophical-diſ- 


quiſition on the ſubſtance or qualities of 


the human ſoul. They inſiſt that Chriſt 


is the way, the nth and the life, fo that 


no man .cemerh 10 the father. {fo as to be 
lile bim, and. to ſee him as he ir in a future 
fate] but by the mediatorial power of 
Chriſt. That the way of coming to God, 
in the ſenſe, and by. the means above- 
mentioned, 15 the reſarrection of abe dead, 
of which, 3 is given unto all nen, 
by the reſurrection of JESUS. They hold 
moreover, that the ſentence pronounced 


upon our firſt parents, imported. a total 
deprivation of life, without any, reſerve or | 


faving to the life of the ſoul; and conſe- 
quently, that eternal life, or a reſtora- 
tion and redemption from the conſe- 
quences of this ſentence, was effected for, 


revealed, conſigned and inſured to man, 
d 2 
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in and through Chriſt, and wil he ac- 
compliſhed in no other way than that 


ſpoken of by Chriſt and his apoſtles, who 
have left no room to conclude that there 
is a ſeparate or intermediate lite' for the 


ſoul, when diſunited from the body. 


On the other ſide it is inſiſted, that 


the human ſoul is immortal in its o. 


nature, and capable of an active and con- 


ſcious exiſtence in a ſtate of diſunion and 


ſeparation from the body. That this na- 


tural capacity of the Gul was not im- 


paired, or at all affected by any thing 
that happened upon the tranſgreſſion of 
our firſt parents; and that the death to 
which they were condemned, was only 
the death of the body. The conſequence 

of all which is, that there i is, and would 
have been a future inmertzl ſtate of be · 
ing beyond the preſent life, and (the mo- 


ral attributes of God pre- ſuppoſed) a juſt 
retribution therein, independent of the 


doctrine of a reſurrection of the dead. 


Now ſo far as this is the creed of be 
lievers in Chriſt, it requires ſome e 


nation, leſt it ſhould ſeem to make vol, 


wy 


f ww], 


or at leaſt render inſignificant or unneceſ- 
fry ſome of the capital truths of the 
Goſpel. Accordingly, divers methods of 
accommodating this philoſophical theory 
to the doctrine of the ſcripture, have been 
invented, that theſe priveleges of nature 
may not appear to tranſcend the riches'of 


Opel grace. The principal of which is, | 


placing redemption; Jatvation, &c. in and 
through Jeſus Chriſt, in circumſtances 


which either keep the ideas of Life and 


Death out of fight, or' reduce them to 


mere figurative terms; either, for ex- 


ample, in modes of purification from the 
ſtains of original ſin, or in certain ſecret 


effects and influences of grace and faith 


upon the ſoul, or in communications of 
the holy ſpirit to which man, in his wnre- 
generate ſtate; could have no title. 
And then again, left the end of a re- 
ſurrection of the dead ſhould ſeem to be 
defeated by the hypotheſis of a perma- 
nent life and conſciouſneſs in the foul, 
and its capability of happineſs and mi- 
ſery in a ſeparate ſtate, an intermediate 


condition 1s-contrived, in which the de- 
- ya 
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parted ſouls of good men are fu 


of the wicked an imper felt puni | | 
during the interval between death and 


the general reſurrection, when every.vne 


will receive a full and complete recom- 


penſe for the deeds done in the. body. 
It is well known how eaſily theſe thi 


poſed the 5 are to examine how 
far they agree with the ſeriptures: and 
there is one argument, much inſiſted on 
which ſeems to make examination upon 
this head, unneceſſary. 
ſtate, ſay theſe reaſoners, 18 but ulcers 
e "tained, it can be no great matter upon 
<<. which of theſe hypotheſes it is found- 
ed. Which way ſoever the point is 
decided, the ſanctions of the Goſpel 


* 


8 
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« ſtand ſure. They who deny: an inter- 


0 


2 


mediate ſtate, acknowled ge the reſur⸗ 
rection of the dead, and a future judg- 


A 


5 


< 


ng 


« fate, mean not to preclude or, fupers 


A 


CC rection 


— 


ppoſed u 
have an imperfe& reward, and the ſouls 


upon truſt; and = little di. 


If a future 


ment; and they who hold a ſeparate 
c le of the ſoul in an intermediate 


ſede a final re tribution, or the refur- 


rection af 4 amd x $0 that the mo- 
« tives to virtue and righteouſneks, and the 
« diſcouragements of vice and iniquity, 
« taken from the certainty. of 4 future 
« recompenſe, being ſecurcd either way, 
« it is of little or no conſequence which 5 
« of theſe opinions we eſpouſe. | 
But might not one reakis.; hays pats 
many other controverted points, ſome of 
which perhaps ay be. thought to be of 
h greater rtance ? It is readily 
Aang that, where good chriftians | 
forth the fruits of the Goſpel ſpirit i in 
their manners and diſpoſitions, it max 
not always be neceſſary or expedient to 
diſquiet them with objections to their pe- 
culiar tenets, though manifeſtly wrong 
and abſurd; eſpecially. where there. is 
reaſon to believe, that what you would 
ſubſtitute in the place of ſuch tenets, 
would have no better effect upon their 
moral ſentiments and 9 than their 
preſent opinions. My charity inclines 
me to hope and believe there may be 
ſome bigetted papiſts, who. hold all the 


errors c their church to the very. ex- 
22 tremes 


ſ 


U. 
tremes of idolatry and ſur oerfiiclon; who 
nevertheleſs exhibit the true chrif an 
character in their general practice. And 
I am likewiſe endl that ſome ſuch 
there may be among the followers; .of 
Mabornet. 

What then? B there are 5 
and there inſtances of individuals, Who 
are not practically corrupted by the in- 
fluence of the errors they hold, is there 
no utility or edification in ex poſing the 
corruptions of Popery, or the fables ,of 
Mahometiſm ? Pitch upon any church or 

religious ſociety where you will, and how | 
ſmall a proportion do they who ſtick. to 
the purely preceptive part of their inſti- 
tute, without deviating into the licenti- 
ouſneſs for which their reſpective ſyſtems 
of doctrine and diſcipline leave room, 
bear to thoſe, who, provided they are 
orthodox in. their - profeſſions of faith, 
and conformable to eccleſiaſtical forms, | 
ſcruple not to follow their own appetites 
and devices, in ſure and certain conh- 
dence of eſcaping, at the ' laſt, by the 


means of thoſe diſpenſations, atonements, 
ablo- i 


kb . 


lutions, Nc with which all religious ſo- Os 


cicties are, in ſome de gree, provided? 
If the doctrines r precepts of Chriſt 


are in truth waa a0 of piety and 


virtue, and the rules and directories to 
the higheſt perfection frail man can ar- 


rive at in the preſent life, and to the 
conſummatiſ of his beſt hopes in ano» 


ther, it muſt be of the utmoſt import- 
ance, that theſe doctrines and precepts 
ſhould be underſtood in the very fenfe; 


as near as may be, in which they were de- 


livered by our bleſſed Lord; and thoſe 
commiſſioned by him to difpents them 
to the world. To preach and to propa· 

gate erroneous interpretations of Gofpel- 
doctrine, though by accident no evil as 
preſſions may be made by it upon fome 
few well diſpofed minds, muſt infallibly 


have a worſe effect upon a large majority. 


And there are examples in the Neu- 


Teſtament, fbew.ing evidently enbugh, 
that this was the me of the N . 


and their affiſtants 5 H 
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"It has been the opinion of i emil 
nent men who ſtudied the ſeriptures pre 
great judgment, application and fucceſ,, 
that if our forefathers, who had the ma- 
nagement of the proteſtant Reformation; 
had enjoyed the lights and aids with which 
ſucceeding times have been favoured, and 
could have diveſted themſelves of their 
ſcholaftic manner of reaſoning, tlie dif- 
ferences on which the ſeveral churches 
| where they preſided, ſeparated from each 
other, might have been, in a great mea- 
ſure, prevented. If this is true or even 
probable, much edification may ſtill ariſe 
from clearing up the genuine ſenſe of 
 ſeripture, and freeing it from thoſe mi- 
taken-- interpretations, which unſkilful 
men firſt adopted, and others, intereſted 
in the credit of particular churches, have 
ſince thought fit to maintain, in ſome 
caſes, perhaps, contrary to their own in- 
ward conviction. Private chriſtians at 
leaſt will be led by this information, t 
diſtinguiſh between truth, and the mere 

apparition of it; between the genuine 
Word of God, and the traditions of men; ; 
„ and 


4 Ire . 
a may thencebe inſtructed, what * em 
to be aware of, how much depends v on - 
their frudying. the ſcriptures for them-, 
ſelves, and how liable they are to be im- 
poſed upon by thoſe who think of little 
in their obſeryations on the ſacred wri- 
ters, but how they may beſt ſerve the 
ſyſtem of the ſociety to which they be- 
long, or ſome hypotheſis of their, own, 
ſtill more precarious than that. ' 
They who after the moſt diligent 
| ſearch, cannot find in the ſcriptures, any 
foundation for the doctrine of a ſeparate 
exiſtence of the ſoul, Or any, trace. of an 
intermediate ſtate of life and conſciouſneſs 
between death and the reſurrection, think 
themſelves ſufficiently. juſtified | by. the 


d e ee not 950 in N 


22 


— 3 on the — band, and ou : 4 
fidelity on the other: and they apprehend 
that by admitting life and immortality to 


have been brought to Tight by. the god 
e 2 7 
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of Chriſt, i in the ſtrict and proper mean- 
ing of the words, and excluſive of all 
other means and ſources of immortality, 
(as St. Paul and his contemparies appear 
to have underſtood the doctrine) a total 
lapſe muſt enſue of the chief ſupports of 


Deiſm and Popery, not to mention oth 

tranſactions of more recent original. 
Theſe, we own, are kig ſounding 

pretenſions but they are at the fame 


time pretenſions of real importance to the 


cauſe of chriſtianity in general, and that 


of the Proteſtant religion in particular; 


and, on that account, demand from e- 
very one who is well affected to either, a 

candid and ſerious attention to thoſe at- 
guments which are braught to make 


them good. There are, it is true, other 


arguments againſt Popery and infidelity, 


which have been urged againſt them 
with ſucceſs: but it is equally true that 
the arguments on the other fide have fe- 
ceived a great degree of plauſibility, and 


even of real weight, from the conceſſion 
of a ſeparate exiſtence of the foul in a fate 


of conſciouſneſs and activity. — . 
For 


For example il it he: deniet;and'can- 


his rifing from the dead, as that is inſu- 
red by the promiſes of che Goſp pel, and 
the previous reſurrection of — the 
faith and hope of that ſpecies of infideli- 
ty called Deiſin, are at 2 But while 
chriſtian writers are perſuaded that they 
ought to maintain the natural, indefeaſible 
immortality of the foul, and-its conſcious 
exiſtence in a ſeparate ſtate, as if this 


doctrine were ſome way connected with 


the principles of the chriſtian religion, 
they leave the Deiſts in poſſeſſion of a 


ſtrong- hold, from whence it ſeems im- 5 


poſſible to diſlodge them. For thus they 
reaſon; © You allow that a future 
e flate of reward and puniſhment may 
Up! proved from the nature of the hu- 
© man foul,” from the unequal diſtribu- 
“ tion of good and evil in the preſent 
« life, from the free agency of man, 


00 and the documents of reaſon and na- 


c ture, im porting that upon the final 


. event of ing, che W the 


c earth 


not be proved that Man will ina eter- 
nal life, otherwiſe than in conſequence of 


« neceſſity then for a particular revelati. 


cc on, or a particular mediator, to in. 


« form us of, or to ſecure to us ce 


&« {fon without them. 


I am not the only one. 9% ay hath ob⸗ 
ſerved and pitied the embaraſſment of 


the moſt eminent advocates of chriſtianity, 
when this objection was urged home up- 
on them. In vain had they proved the 

truth and authenticity of the chriſtian re- 
velation, by what is called the external 


evidence, even to demonſtration; in vain 


had they ſhewn, from the moral doctrines 
of the Goſpel, an agreement with, the 


moſt rational concluſions of wiſe men in 
all ages, unleſs they could ſhew the pe- 


culiar uſes and importance of ſuch a diſs 


penſation. To what purpoſe ſuch a pro- 


fuſion of miracles, ſo eminently, powerful 


a miniſter, ſo tranſcendent a —— as 


that of 75 2 at the head of this di 7 8 | 


tion, if his errand was no more t 


give an additional teſtimony to the ſu p 


os  Giooyeries of natural religion 2 


Which, 


& earth will. Ks _ 1 What : 


<« privileges — which we were in poll. 


- 5 5 ; 
„ a_—_ hd © tas 1 * 


which, — the univerſal conſent 
of wiſemen in all ages, ſo much boaſted 
of on all ſides, and by both parties, ſeems 
to be an end much below the neceſſity 
for the interpofition of the Son of God, as 
it might have been accompliſhed by the 
miniſtry of any one of thoſe. inferior pro- 
phets of the Old Teſtament, who ſurely 
were ſufficiently gifted and inſtructed to 
authenticate — and precepts, which 
were already to be found in the works 
of ſo many poets and philoſophers, in 
erery bodies hands? And yet Sit in ſhort, 
is the whole to which the account given 


us of the cui bono of revelation: by moſt = 


of our modern added for ee e | 
ſeems to amount. 4 

Let us now W 2 ei The | 
notion of two natures or principles in man 
independent of each other, is plainly the 
foundation upon which our modern pie- 
tiſts of various denominations, build their 
reſpective ſyſtems. They conceive the 
influences of divine grace to operate upon 
the foul only, while the body remains un- 
der all the melancholy diſtemperature of 
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inſtead of conſidering 
the whole man, as the work of à gradun 


if rr 


redemption, 


pily prevented from doing 
1 purified ſpiri 


"IM t xt- J: 
its that cor 
is underſtood to have vo ill effect upon 


the ſalvation of the. believer, bre 3 his ; 
faith. — 


wounds, inflicted by carnality 
eupiſcence, are healed by 
the purification of 


inſtruction and diſcipline under the pre: 
cepts of the CEP they" hold that the 
&e. of particulars i is 2 upon 
the firſt act or motion of faith and re- 


pentanee, and ſome of their writers ferm 


to ſpeak of theſe privileges, as if they 


e even previous to converſion- IT 
they call the ew birth, which is fuppo- 


ſed to cleanſe the ſoul from every ſtain 
of fin; the blame of all — and 
deviation from the Golp 


being thrown upon 
malignity (being controuled by the incet- 
fant operations of faizh) is however hap- 


t of believers. . tt 
This ſeheme of doctrine, will — 


A 6 dawn from 


it, 


on; Which howey ö 


the old au; bote 


any. He 


ſ xli 1 a 
upon the ſuppoſition of two diſtin& nas 


cation of certain paſſages of ſcripture tort! 
their true. meaning, in order to accom- 
modate them , to the Pagan aceounts of 
the nature and properties of the human 
foul / SJ: Aurel ei t ahnen VAT Dr 


02). Theſe mifapplieations arſſe chiefly from the mention 
made in the ſcriptures of an ↄppoſition or contruriety be- 
tween fleſh and ſpirit, concerning which the learned Pearſon . 
hath left us the following admonitions 755. Quid: capt; quid 
rei apud Græcos icriptores denotet, nen ee! 


« Greci uſi ſunt, recenſeantur, nullus omnino inyenietur 
« qui mentem apoſtolorum attinget. Cum enim baſhar car- 


« nem proprie ſignificet, eadem tamen vox ab Hebræis non- 


« ſxpe pro ejuſdem imbecillitate, aut etiam vitioſitate, uſur- 
« petur, et in hæc ſenſuum varietate unica voce: 

« LXX reddatur, hinc evenire neceſſe eſt, ut quoties, apoſtoli 
eo ſenſu uſuxpent! quem Græci vet | 
« ex Hebræo idiomate, et verſione Lxx explicetur,---Ita 
« cum ruach ſatis proprie nya, qualiter a'veteribus Græcis 


A 


« multa alia ſigniſicata contineat, quæ apud Græcos haud 
« comparent, cum apoſtoli eo ſenſu uſurparunt quem Græci 


©* Lxx explicandi ſunt.” Prefat. Parænet. before Grabe's 
Septuagint. Vid. etiam Gatakeri; Dif. de Stylo Nov, Inſtr, 


judicious critic been attended to by thoſe, who: have com- 

mented upon, or draun up ſyſtems from the paſfages in the 

apoſtolic writings here referred to? That they who, in inter- 

preting the ſeriptures, pretend to the aid of immediate inſpira- 

don, or go by the rules of kinds of cabbaliſin, * 
b * O 


tures in man, proped up by the appli- 


« at ſi omnes im univerſum fenſus, quibus his vorabulis- 
« nunquam pro homine ipſo, aliquando pro mand natura, Ry 
pO ; * | 


es haud agnoverunt; 
« uſurpatur, denotet, et præterea etiam apud Hebreos 
c veteres haud agnoverunt, ex Hebreo idiomate et verſione 


p. 55. et 56. How little have theſe diſtinctions of this able 


[ Mii 1 


To ͤ do juſtice however to all ſides. it 


| daſh be. — that theſe a al. 


lege, 8 Ur they are but treading in the 
“ footſteps of our: predeceſſors of the 


cc. eſtabl iſhment, and analyſing the 2 


. ſyſtem to which every 


Oodox ſon 


10 of :the- chnroli eff Eg lan ſulla 


c his uinfeigned. aſſent to "this very day,” 


And they ſcruple not to boaſt, that they 
have the ſatisfaction. to fee, that after al 


the clamour raiſed againſt them, the 


moſt dextrous of their reverend, ; and even 
right reyerend opponents, is obliged in 


overturning their creed, to quibble away 


his Own; in which, 1 would rs,” ”y 81 
they are Anita.” NE AIDS 90 


What intereſt Poprey 1 in che den 
mination of this queſtion, „ is ſhewn a at 


eite eb 6.4 


Hold theſe float crititiſits] in contempt; ncecwärdeleſ But 


that of? WhO ee to oy and en len the 8 1 ther 


mend hs Gd ren tn of Liſhop Fable rewe 
above cited, before they expoſe their ignorance in concluding 
from a fameneſs or ſimilarity of expreſſion, that Moſs, David, 
Solomon, Paul, &c. &c; had preciſely the fame idea ofthe 
human foul, with, Hefiad, Hamer, 1 Cicero, ant 
other wor e of the 1 25 ages. | 


©» 


7 


is lili 4 
urge in the following Historical View, 
where it will be ſeen, that while our 
Reformers were ſtudiouſly lopping he 
branches of ſuperſtition and impoſture, 
they inadvertently left the ſtock, with a 
vigorous. root in the ground, which, their 
ſucceſſors, with, a ſurprizing inattention 
to the pernicious conſequences . of their 
ey miſapprehenſion, have. been cultivating RN 
ll MY to a freſh growth, to the great hazard 
de not only of the proteſtant religion, but 
en even of . Chriſtianity, itſelf, which is at 
in this hour well | nigh | N and. ob- 
ay WI {cured under the chick ſhade of this r 
he, nomous e 
4 By this time the 1 — will 
. readily comprehend, thata doctrine, which, 
a like that of, he ſleep: of the ſoul, ſtrikes ſo 
1 home at the pride of the philoſop her, 
the enthuſiaſtic viſions of the myſtic, the 
e. lucrative ſtems of the intereſted church- 
ra man, and the various prejudices and ſu- 
il perſtitions of their reſpective diſciples, 
ill thould be loaded -with all the obloquy 
and ſcandal which bigoted and provoked 
adverſaries can lay upon it. We are in- 
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deed obliged to thoſe who content "=. 
ſelves with calling it an unimpoy 


Fae ER ep ny 
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| _—_ to confeſs, that rhey ſee 10 f 


ng 
5 rr 


opinion remonſtrated againſt theſe unjuſt 


1 aliv Þ 


inſignificant de rig; for though theilt 
ad denen ariſes from tod ſuperficial a 
knowledge of the ſubject, to give weight 
to their judgment, yet it is candid At 


The far greater part — — in ig 


| eee it as an hereſy, 


the nature of man, becks fs of- kis "7 
ture hopes, and favouring. not a lie of 


atheiſm and ipietrtr 31607 8 


In -vain have the eſpouſers of. th 


and cruel cenſures. In vain have t 
offered themſelves to be- triea by the 
ſcriptures of the New Teſtament, and 


the tenor of the Chriſtian diſpenſation 
therein exhibited. In vain have the 


aſſerted their firm belief of a reſurrection 
of the dead through Chriſ the redeemer, 
and acknowledged their obligations to him 


of duty and gratitude for the grace and 


privileges of his goſpel. Not the leaſt 
regard has been paid to their moſt ſolemn 


profeſſionson this 5 Their ws” 
{t 


a to 1 in this matter with the moſt 


[ a J 
gill go on to charge them with endea- 
vouring to {ink mankind to the condi- 
tion of beaſts that per without mak= 


ing the leaſt allowance ſor their 3 


what is equally admitted by both par 


ties, a reſtoration of the defunct to life 


and „ EWLA Ic. a refurtection of 


the dead. 


It is in order to ain chu uncightoms 


and unchriſtian treatment in its p 


colours, and to lodge an appeal en 
it, with thoſe who have candour and 


temper- enough to look farther for the 


than the 


grounds of ſuch - accuſations 


ecchoes of an injudicious m eds, in- 
flamed by the injurious miſtepseſanta- 


tions of their intereſted leaders, that the 


following detail of facts is drawn up, and 
 lubmitted to the —— _ the 


public. 8 f it LOA £54 WT 44 t 


It is remarkable chat Proteſtants lh 


have on moſt © occaſions refuſed to be 


governed by tradition, A to have ſub- 


implicit” deference; and ſome of the 
lame men, who in treating upon other 


theological 


_ 


* xlvi 1 


nim, . — us to receive had un 4 
upon the mere merit of its long poſſeſſion, 
and the concurrence of numbers, have 
affected to repreſent the natural-immor- 
tality of the foul, not only as an wiver- 
| ſal, but an un form tenet of mankind in 
all ages and countries, and in all circum- 
ſtances. And there is no doubt but 
thouſands adhere to the opinion at this 
8 * time, who have no other argument 
o produce for it, but this of an uni · 
har + and uniform concurrence. -| 11134 
But is this the truth of the al; 
it, or can it be made. to appear, that 
men were uniform in all ages, either in 
their notions concerning the ſort of ſoul 
intituled to immortality, or the kind of 
immortality to which it is intituled? No, 
the diſputes on this head are carefully 
concealed in all popular diſcourſes; = . 
the people are left to take a thing for 
granted, in which, were their —ͤ— 
called upon to explain the terms they 


ST 1 
aſe; hardly. two of tlicws perhaps nw 
ages in the ſame definitions 

The late Mr. Grove of Taunton, be- 
ing hard prefled by Mr. Haller, Junior, 
upon this ſubject, began a Work, con- 

cerning The weight of : tradition for a» fu- 
ture flate, of which he lived to finiſh 
only one chap ter. The title is ambi- 
guous, nor is it clear from what re- 

mains, upon what Mr. Grove would have 
reſted his argument. The weight | of 
tradition may mean, the ſuperior num 
bers who have given their ſuffrage for a 

future ſtate in times paſt, and the compa; 
rative weight of theſe, when put in the 
oppoſite ſcale to thoſe who have argued: 
and concluded againſt it. Or the weight 
75 brauen Kare _ the. frat! intrin- 


br ew 0 u pon the er e no doubt 
but he would take the ſuperiority of 
numbers for granted; a point which 
would not be worth diſputing with him. 
But if in the latter ſenſe, he could 1 
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ly avoid oolercime how great] y-theniright 
of tradition would — by the 
various and difagreeing accounts of the 
things itſelf, by which this tradition has 
been handed be not only in different 
ages, but ae ate, eee 

ſame country. 
The following papers are delegnoil to 
ford a ſhort, but, as it is hoped, a ſatis- 
factory view of the weight of tradition for 


'a future ſtate, in the ſenſe of merit and 


importance, during a particular period of 


time, the moſt intereſting to the preſent 


generation (with ref] wy to queftions of 
this kind) of any other; as abounding 
not only with more and better: materials 
for reſearches into philoſophical opinions, 
through the revival and cultivation of 
uſeful literature, but productive likewiſe 
of many more eminent men, Who with 
different views, and from various motives, 


have employed their talents i in ln dil 


quiſition. 


Suck of theſe as- upper to 7 5 * | 
worthy of our regard we ſhall call upon 
t0 N for themſelves, leaving innume- 


| rable 
0 


able others. 8 not as being up⸗ 
on the whole leſs conſiderable, but as 
men who have only repeated what ſome 


or other of our witneſſes have faid before . 
or aftex them. 


ov we 


m upon the LY Ws . or 
ſeparate exiſtence of the ſoul; if it ſhall. 
appear that later i inquiries have exploded = 
and reprobated former theories, and that 
men who have ſeemingly agreed i in aſ- 
ſerting the general doctrine, have flatly 


contraticted 1 other in ſetting forth . 
the grounds of it, and „ 8 


the conſtruction of their arguments 
brought 1 to ſupport it, may we not hum- | 
bly hope that the 8 that has been 
len at thoſe who have diſſented from 
them all, and have refuſed to adopt any 
accounts 1 futurity except thoſe in the 

New Teſtament, will now ceaſe; and 
that our impartial readers will not think 

it ſtrange or unreaſonable, that we who 


chink a fiate. of 4 eparate exi ciſtenco of the 


8 e foul, 
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foul derogatory to the ding} & Gol 
ſhould not receive it with a blind ſub 
miſſion to the ih% dixit of men, who, 


| however conſiderable in other reſpeds, 


eould never ſatisfy each other in their 
reſpective accounts of a doctrine, which 
all of them pretended to believe? 

I have only farther to add, that as the 
Church of England herſelf, bath declined 
in the moſt ſolemn declaration of her 


tenets, to interpoſe her judgment of this 


controverſy for more than two hundred 


years, and gives countenance to the no- 
tion of a conſcious intermediate flate, no 
otherwiſe than by ſome” ambiguous ex- 
preſſions in one of her offices, which of 
all others, and by the confeſſion of all 


parties, wants moſt to be corrected; it 
is not only unfair but inhuman for one 
{ett of her members to brand another with 
HERESY, merely for holding the ne- 
gative Hide of this queſtion. It is in- 


deed to excced in bitterneſs even the gall 


of Popery itſelf; the moſt ſenſible and 
reaſonable men of that communion ſp cak- 


ing with great os and inden 


Aoi 


| 4 li * 
tion of thoſe who impute hereſy to theip 
adverſaries in points, which are not de- 
cided by the CHURCH, And were 
they who are dignified with the name of 
Seul-ſleepers, diſpoſed to ſeek repriſals up- 

on the Orthodox, what depredations might 
they not make, by comparing ſome of 
their avowed opinions with the cor- 
reſponding Articles of the Church, which 
they have ſolemnly ſubſcribed more than 
once, and which are ſtill ſtanding in ul 
authority to ee chem. - 


The End of the Preface, 2 
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concerning the ſtate of departed ſouls, ſubverted by 1430. 
a canon of the council of Florence. The Greeks at 
hat council, obliged io concur init. The alteration 
calculated to favour purgatory. Remarks upon the canon. 
Was probably the eccaſiom of diſputes at Rome on the im , 
mortality of the ſoul. e FF 


T E general drin: of the Chriſtian churebgrcr. rl 


. * * 
$ 


A canon of tbe Lateran council, under Leo X. con- II. t 
firming one of the Clementine Conſtitutions, aſſerting 1513. 
the natural immortality of the ſoul. Remarks upon it. 


Peter Pomponatius's book, in oppoſition to the doFrine III. 
¶ this canon. The author treated as an infidel. Remarks. 151 6. 


Luther calls the immortality of the: ſoul, a portentous IV. 
dofirine of the Pope. Upon what he grounds this cenſure, 1320. 
Du Perron mtaken in aſſigning the cauſe of that cenſure. 
The doctrine of the fleep of the ſoul, eſpouſed by Luther v 
terwards with a different view, Proved in the ——_—__ ©, 

h e alyin's ' 


008 { 


1 Calvin's Pſychopannychia. 7. Be time and place of its 
1534+ publication, remarkable, and on what account. An angry 
| ak fue, di i INgenuous, weak Performance. e of _ 


VI. The deBrine of. the immortality of the foul in leeds 

530-36. confeſſions. But little or nothing about it, in the earlieft 

bi of them. Obſcure and wavering on the article of invocation 
and interceſſion of ſaints. T b doctrine not mentioned in 

the firſt Helvetic confeſſion. The ſoul's zmmortality 
aſſerted in that of Wirtenberg. In what terms. In: 
conſiſtency of the Saxon confeſſion of 1551. Poorly qualified 
by the.Belgic and Gallican harmenizers. The obnoxious 
_ left ou by the. editors of * Corpus Confeſſodum 
of _ 


Vl. The 40th of K Edward VT articles the firſt inflance 
1552. where the ſleep of the ſoul was condemned in a proteſtant - 
Wo confeſſion. - A paſſage from Bp. Burriet, relating io theſe 
ariicles. Not certain at what denomination of heretics the 
article was aimed. A paſſage from Strype. Remarks... 


Wl VIIT. The ws Helvetic confe Non totally Calviniſtical. 
56. Condens the defirine. of the fleep of the ſoul. Remarks 
1 upon the ſeventh article of it. Adopts the Peripateuc 
doctrine of ſubſtantial forms. Anathematizes in the 
terms of a popiſb canon. Condemns, unie/igriedly, a doctrine 
of Calvin. Part of the 27th article of it. Eſpouſes 


the Florentine dofrint of the immediate migration of " 
| ſouls to heaven. 


7 % Scottiſh confe ye ſon art. ok {Es again the 
1508. ſleep of the ſoul. hut will not harmonize, wi/b the 
5 8 fecons Helvetic, on the point of immediate mien, 


X. + The confe fon of the Ae cenfurad. » the 
1612. Calviniſts for omitting ts mention the happineſs of holy 
e in . Epiicopius's ſenſible anſwer. Extremely 

N 


— 


I 1 

voting zo the Calviniſts. The a of frotefant . 
Ef ſions, greatly diſtreſſed on this article of the immorta- 

lity of the 2 A paſſage from Ludovicus Capelius, .--: - 
accounting for their aiſtrſo. Capellus himſelf incumber ec! 
with an Inconuemtent Hebels. A friking infiance Uu. 


Jae Stegman? lh intituied, Brevis Diquiſitia, 
Ec. The occaſian and. ſcape of it. In Bayle's opinion, 
did more harm han good. A. paſſa age from the 8th chapter 
of it. Miſrepreſents Luther. But right in the general ! 
reaſoning. | Au. argianent of carding! Du Perron,” fr. 
praying 10 ſaints... The premiſſes not controveritd by be 
protęſtants of thoſe. times. Iu WES es ww 
ty the late Dr, Laac Watts. hat 


The ſyſtem of Des Cartes. Evplodes > dofirine 7 XII. 
ſubſtantial forms. Controverted by Gaſſendus. Des 1640. | 
Cartes's book RHigmatized in the roman Index. Whilſt t 
Gaſſendus remains wncenſured. Mr. Arnauld's complaints 
thereupon. | Arnauld's and Bayle's ſuppoſition concerning 


Des Cartes's II, eee and Ae, = 5. 
R. O's Jook, SR Man' 8 Moitalice: Sc. Some XII. 
| account of 11. And of an ae, NN nah bs g Kore. | 


| 

| 

The Saur Abi 8 e proving _ Ree XIV. | 

ligion, not Reaſon and Philoſophy, teach the immortality of 1 * | 

the ſoul. His contempt of the current philoſophy. Let - 

 tnconſiſcently allows it may be of uſe to. confirm the doctrine 
of revelation on this point. His jappoſition compared with 
that of Arnauld and 3 The 2 N oe by 

all three. 85 | 


. Biſhop Bull's 8 with Mr. 88 * XV. 
propoſitions of the Bp. affirming there could be no inmorta- 1669. 
lity by any law er covenant, but that-of Grace through 
Chriſt, Truman's objeftion, on the bebalf of the Molaic 
law, The Bach. in altempling. to rem 11 deſtreys 

bis 


4 i 


1 1 


Bis own propeſttions. T his oecaſſoned by bis fink 9 
Sexe beterodex. A n en uch e we 


XVI. The controverſy Jetwits Me leurs Joriew 12 Saum. 
1694. Juricu's objection to the philofophical Proof of "the 'ſoill's 
; immortality. Saurin's anſwer. Diſliked by Mr. Bayle, 
and retiified. The proof ſtill imperfect. Why Saurin 
| might be ſuppoſed to have left his anfuer to Jurieu _ 
feet. Farther remarks on Sau rin's anſwer. * gs 
R 
Mr. Locke's ———— with: Biſhop Stillingfiee. 
1697. The Bj ſhop's objection to Locke's poſition. Mr. Locke 
reply. The compilers of Biographia Britannica enſured. 
Pretended demonſtrations of the natural immortality ſubvey- 
Ave ef the chriſtian dotirine. Mr. Locke's eager 0 
_ neſs F Cbri Nianiiy commended. 
4. 10 3634 A 


XVIIL Dy. Coward's bool intituled i Thoughts Gr. 


1702. His profound regard for the ſcriptures. Ranked injuri- 
ouſly among infidels, and the adverſaries of revelalion. 
But by one author, among bigotted churchmen with equal 
- folly — e An account of his rene, . 


* 


XIX. . account of Henry Layton, 3 the cartons} 

' 1706. A Search after Souls. His profeſſion and fludies. Net 

S profeſſedly Dr. Coward's advocate. His works little 

known. His apology for writing againſt the natural in- 

mortality of the ſoul, in anſwer to certain objefions. 

' The reſemblance of theſe apron to thoſe of the popi 
writers againſt en 


Mr. Hallet's Ss FR the Amped o 

. proving a future ſtate by the light of nature. Remarks 

on ſome paſſages of it Contreverted by Mr. Grove. 
The Britiſh Biographers cenſured. A ſhort account of 

Mr. Grove's boot, and of his farther attempts in favour 

e the natural immortality of the foul. A peſſage from 

one of bis pieces * to thoſe attempts. - Remarks 


i upon 


En | 
upon it. Mr. Hallet's Defence. Incumbered with dif- 
fieulties not to be get over. | 


Account of a pampblet intituled, The M K or 
Mortality of the Soul of- Man. Proper to qualifie 
Mr. Hallet's conceſſion. A paſſage from Mr. Grove's 
anfver to Hallet, claiming all the clear and obvious texts 
as on the fide of the natural immortality. "Amother from 

Dr. Law's __ e tbe Jane AY on * 
contrary fide. - e e a 


CONCLUSIOꝶN. ee = the Fairs FO 
Advantages giuen to the Papiſts by the greundleſs and in- 
judicious conceſſions of proteftants.. An Aer of it from 
cardinal Alan's warks. Calvimſts who treat thoſe who 
deny the natural immortality as Abeiſti. V. arious inflances 
| of abuſe thrown upon 41 wha hold the fleep. of the 
| ſoul between death, and the general reſurrection. The 

Pſychopannychiſts not uniform. Cburebmen and pbilo- 

ſepbers divided, after a long alliance. The ſcriptures 
ecknowledged by ſome. of theſe to be the only criterion. 
Archbiſhop. Tillotſon's conceſſion on this bead, unfavour- 
able to an appeal to the ſcriptures on this queſtion. Ad- 
vantages given ts unbelievers by the contenders for the 
natural immortality of the foul. No regard to be paid to 
metaphyſical ſubtilities. The final appeal to the 7 
only. An article of news . Rü 7 4 
lion upon it. 5 | 


APPENDIX. 


Cardinal Du Fernen afferts. that Luther beld that the . 
2 died with the body. Mr. Bayle treats this as à ca- 
lumny. Writes to a Lutheran miniſter to know what 
pretext there was for this. The Lutheran miniſter s anſwer. 
Examined and refuted. A paſſage from Dr. Jortin's life 
of Eraſmus. Examined, Divers paſſages from Luther's 
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AGE i not line 2. for, fately, r 
P ii. note (a) line 2. for, fa ant Rs 
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IA 
Page xx, xxi. note (t) for, OR r. ane ahreo tie 


Page v. note (e) line 14. read, H 


Page £ line 11. dele, gave. 


Page xxxv. line 18. dele, 
Page xxxvi. line 4. — — . Lay 
Page xli. note (z) line 12. for, hæc, ow OY 


Page xlviii. line #: for, things, read, he. 


the. Hiftorice! View. ' 


- Page 15. note a for, 85. read, 110. N 


Page 23. line 12. for, and oth r places Was debe 


Page 26. line 10. .for, claſped, read, claſſed. 


Page gr. line 3. yer, direct, read, the direct. 


Page 36. line 22. for, hs, read, ö, twice. . 1 


Page 37. line 18. Jer, ſyſtem, read, ſyſtems. 


k Page 39. note (f) line. 2. far, Neoma, read, Wage. 


Page 40. line 14. for, ſuppoſe, read, to ſupp . 5 
Pugs 39. Hines, * 20. read, ſubl dene. N 


Page 70. line 4. for, name, read, names. 


Page 89. line 14. yer, produce, rend, 


Page 91. line 10. read, metaphyſical. 
Page 97. line 21. for, naturality, read, natural 
Page 104. line 28, for, became, read, become. 
Page 106. line 23. for, or, read, on, 
n the Appendix. 
Page 109. note (s) read, Perroniana. 
Page 110. note (2) for, 10, II. read, 13. 
Page 120. line 17. read, his [ Luthers] 
wy” 121. line 26. for, conſider, 1 to conſider. 
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was held in the year 1439, under pope, 
Eugenius IV, the current doctrine, both 
of the Greek and Latin churches, was, that. 
« the ſouls of the ſaints were in abgditis. recep 
« faculis, or as. ſome of them expreſſed it, in 
« exteriorrbus atriis, where they expected the 
reſurrection of their bodies, and the glorifica- 
« tion of their ſouls; and though the F athers, l 
* believed all. of them to be happy, yet they  - 
« did not think they would enjoy the beatifie. 
« viſion before the reſurrection (a) | 
But the pope abovementioned, having by an 
infamous ſtratagem, and in oppoſition to the 
council of Baſil, inveigled the patriarch of Con- 
ſtantinople and ſome of his clergy, to attend him 
in a council indicted at Ferrara, and e 


B. FOR E the coal” of Pi: which. 1439. 


(a) See Biſhop Tigle's Liberty of Propheſying, p. 152- 
. © 0 


r 


— —— — 


. 11 2 1 7 =» 
to heats (3), had the dareſ to obtain ther 
Conſent to the following e e 
If the truly penitent ſhall depart this li; in 
WW the love of God, before they have made ſuffi. 
* Cient ſatisfaction for their fins of commiſſion 
% and omiſſion, by. fruits worthy of repentance, 
1 _ ſouls are purged by the pains of Purge- 
© tory; and the ſuffrages of the living are 
« fitable for the relievipg them from the x 
Fc B Purgatory, namely, by facrifices o * 
« maſs, prayers, and alms, which according to 
ho ordinances of the church, are wont to be 
« performed by the faithful, on the behalf of 
the faithful; but the ſouls of thoſe, who 
after ba tiſm, have incurred no ſtain. of ſin | 
as alſo thoſe ſouls, which having. contrafted 
the ſtain of fin, whether in. OE, bodigs ot 
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4 diveſted of their bodies, have b een, 195 


as e are received into, | 1 


( immediately, and c earl Sebold the triune, God 
* as be, is; but ſome of them more perfeclly. 
than others, according to the Ae 
their merits (c).“ 
The compilers of this canon aw, 0 . | 
the abſurdity of ſuppôſing that thoſe ſouls Which 
had undergone the purgatorial py ribGajane ſhgyld 
{till remain in abditis receptaculis, per haps, a 
ſtate of inſenſibility, as ſome &* the Exther 


1 in exteri oribus atriis, in a ſtate 0 of e EX 


(6 ) Geddes Introductory Diſcourſe, prefixed to 1 
Letters. And the Greek Hiſtory of this Council paküfnes 
w. Creyghton, 1660, _ h 


2-7 Caranza Sum. Concil. 454. f. v. 12mo. | 
renate 
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pectation. But purgatory was to be ſupported at 


all events, and the poor Greeks, on this occaſion, 


ee obliged to deſert the moſt eminent lights of | 


their own church, for which, however, ſoine 


of them were ſuffitiently mortified When they 


got home . | 


' 


But that the proteſtapts ſhould be eomplaifant - 
; 5h 1 } ak thi PL 7 + os 6:1 TOTO | 
enough to make 7517 plain receſſion from antiqui- _ 
ty, as biſhop Taylor terms it, upon no better 
authority than that of this canon, is a little 
| ſutprizing. This, however, is the fact, as wil 
evidently appear by and by, with this difference, 


that theſe proteſtants ſent the ſouls of the faints 


directly to heaven, without calling at "gl nat 
e 


It is probable this alteration in the church's 


doctrine, might give occaſion to the philoſophical 
inquiries and diſputes we read of no long time 
after, in the city of Rome itſelf, concerning the 


(a) Joſeph the patriarch died at Flerence ſuddenly in the 


night, having juſt time to leave a reſcript behind him, im- 
porting his full agreement with the church of Rome, parti- 
cularly in the articles of the Roman pontiff's ſupremacy; 
and the doctrine -of- purgatory. This was, we'l contrived, 


and was no doubt inſtrumental to the procuring the ſubſcrip- 


tion of his aſſociates. Who however were not only diſowned 
by the church of Conſtantinople when they returned; but, 1f 


we may believe Gaſpar Peucerus, [Chronic. ſub anno 14391 
n and denied chriſtian burial. Platina ſays, . 


Eræcorum natis, haud ita multo poſt, ad antiques mores yecidit. 


Eugen. iv. p. 267. Edit. 1562. But indeed they did not 
think themſelves bound for a ſingle moment by this act of, 


their Florentine delegates. | There was however ſome ſtrug- 
gle to have the union of the Greek and Latin churehes, as 
patched up at Florence, received by the ſynod at Conſtantinople 
but without ſucceſs. Vid. Sguropol. Hiſt. Con. Florent. at 
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immortality of the ſoul. T heſe diſputes a erde 
one pretence at leaſt to pope Paul II. to aboliſh 
the college of Abbreviators, and to perſecute the 
members of it, of whom Plating was one, and 
the celebrated Pomponius Latus another. The 
| pope objected to them that they diſputed upon 
the immortality of the ſoul, and held Plato's 
opinion upon that ſubject, which Platina did 
not deny, but juſtifies himſelf and his fellows by 
the authority of St Auſtin, who thought Plato's 
doctrine reſembled that of the chriſtian religion. 
Says the pope, © You give occafion by your 
diſputations, to call in queſtion the being of 
 GOD.”---Platina anſwers, that this might be 
equally objefted. to all the divines and phil9 975 
of thoſe times, who for diſputation's ſake, and for 
the purpoſe of finding out the truth, called in queſ- 
tion the being and nature of ſouls, of GO D, and | 
of all ſeperate intelligences (e). 
This happened in the pontificate of Paul In 
which began in the year 1464, and ended, 1471, 
And I cite it only to ſhew that ſuch diſputes were 
on foot in thoſe days, and that _y. were * 
"_ to do harm to religion. 4 


"It: 


1513. The ſpirit of philofophizing howerer ſeems to 
have gone on without much controul, from this 
period to the year 1513, when the immortality 


'of e's foul being openly called in 9 a 
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(e) Platina in Pauls, 24. 
(f) Sleidan, Lib. 2. p. 37. 


n 


5 


1 


it became 8 for the pope and the e 
to give ſome check to it; which was done in a 
canon enacted in what may be called the rump 
of the Lateran council, held under Leo X. in 
the year abovementioned (. \ | 
It will be neceſſary to put down this canon at 
length, as it is publiſhed'by Caranza. 
« Whereas in theſe our days, ſome have dared 
« to afſert concerning the nature of the reaſon- 
« able foul, that It is mortal, or one and the 


7 Luther ſays of this council, that it was of 10 little 
authority as to be laughed at by the Romaniſts themſelves. 


leidan, u. 5. p. 35+ 


Cum diebus noſtris nonnulli auſi ſint dicere de natura 
animæ rationalis, quod mortalis ſit aut unica in cunctis ho- 
minibus, et aliqui temere philoſophantes, ſecundum ſaltem 
philoſophiam verum eſſe aſſeverant, ſacro approbante con- 


_ cilio damnarnus et reprobamus, omnes aſſerentes animam in- 


tellectivam mortalem eſſe aut unicam in cunctis hominibus, 
et hæc in dubium vertentes; cum illa non ſolum vere et 
per ſe et eſſentialiter humani corporis forma exiſtat (ſicut in 
Can. Clementis Papæ 5. in generali Viennenſi concilio edito 
continetur) verum immortalis et pro corporum quibus in- 
funditur multitudine, fingulariter multiplicabilis, et multi- 
plicata, et multiplicanda fit. Quod manifeſte conſtat ex 
evangelio, cum Dominus ait, Animam autem occidere non p w 
ſunt, Et alibi, Qui odit animam ſuam in hoc mundo, &c. E 


etiam cum æternam pænam (I. zterna præmia) et æterna 


ſupplicia pro merito vitæ pry repromittit : alias incar- 
natio, et alia Chriſti myſteria nobis minime profuiſſent, nee 
reſurrectio expectanda foret, ac ſancti et juſti miſerabilio- 


res eſſent, juxta Paulum, omnibus hominibus. Cumque 


derum vero minime contradicat, omnem aſſertionem veritati il- 


laminatæ fidei contrariam, omnino falſam eſſe definimus, et 


ut aliter dogmatizare non liceat diſtrictius inhibemus, om- 
neſque hujuſmodi erroneis aſſertionibus inhærentes, tan- 


quam hæreticos vitandos et puniendos fore decernimus. 


Caranza, Sum: Concilior. Lovanii. 168 1. pag. 412. b. 413. a. 
ſame 


— FRY = — 
— ̃ ö . St At 


3 1 2333 — 


N 1 
- 22 as — _ — — _ Add. <mege — = "n — — ah — — — 1 
er * — : — _ — — — = — 
1 — — — 4 a _— 8 — 20 <div. ito Sato * a as — — — * — — — —— = 
Y * . — — > — —— — — — = ＋ — - _ 

— — nas 3 2 — — PSI 

—— > —— — — * : — — Pr > — — - 
non i. ay * 


"RR. oy 
2 —— ũ— —— 
8 — 4 
Sins in G2 
Ws ot n 
* 3 : 
— - 2 4 
. 3 — 2 * 
2 — — - 
_ 


* 


etc 
cc 


cc 


cc 


<c 


in all men, and thoſe who call theſe thing in 
queſtion ; ſeeing that the foul is not only truly, 


fame in all men; and forme, raſhly philofo. 
phizing, declare this to be true, at leaſt ac- 
cording to philoſophy, We, with the appto- 

bation of the ſacred council; do condemn and 
reprobate all thoſe who aſſert that the inte- 
lectual ſoul is mortal, or one and the Ame” 


and of itſelf, and eſſentially the forth of ' the 


human body, as is expreſſed in the canon of 
* pope Clement Vth, publiſhed in the general 
council of Vienne; but likewiſe immortal, 
and, according to the number of bodies ifits 


which it is infuſed, is ſingularly multipliable, 
multiplied, and to be multiplied. Which 


maniteſtly appears from the goſpel, 7 
that our Lord ſaith, They cannot kill the ſoul: 
and elſewhere, He who hateth his ſoul in this 
world, & c. and alſo becauſe he promiſes 


eternal pain (Father tewards) and eterhal tot- 


ments to thoſe who are to be judged accord- 
ing to their merit in this life. OTHER- 
WISE the incarnation, and other myſteries of 


Chriſt, would not profit us, nor were a fe- 
ſurrection to be expected; and the ſaints 
and righteous would, according to Par I, be 


moſt miſerable of all men. And ſeeing that 


truth never contradicts truth, we determine 

faith, to be falſe; and we ſtrickiy inhibit aff 
from dogmatizing otherwiſe, and we decree. 
that all HO adhere to the like erroneous afs 


'This 


heretics,” 


1721 
This vengsable council, it a ars, were of 
opinion. that if the human © was. proved: O 
allowed to be naturally; mortal, — coul ba 
no reſurrection of the dead, no rewards or pu- 
niſhments 1 in a future Rate, no benefits from the 
incarnation, and, other myſt of Chriſt. (one E 
of which OTHER. myſteries by, the, way, Was. 
a purgatpry (H. And the. axioms, verum vera 
non cantrallicit, appli lieg As it is in this canon. mrs 
ports, that the ſcholaſtic argument for tho im- 
mortality gf the ſou}, and the ſeriꝑture-revelation 
of a reſurrection of | the dead, mi ſt. either be both 
true, or both falſe. | 
It. is true, the ſubſtantial 1831 of the Than 
miſts are no longer in. repuies, and. tha ar 
ment drayyn from thence for the immorta 1 
of the foul, is, in theſe. more enlightened days, 
exploded. But that, 18 only to. make . way. for: 
another ſebolaftic ar ument, equally. obſcure; anch 
precarious, deviſed v. Des Cartes, and adopted, 
by many, good Chriltians. and true Proteſtants; to. 
this hour, who are juſt. as ſitixe as. Leo . and, 
his Doctors, that the philpophcal and. eyange-. 
lical arguments for,immortality, ſtand upen, the, 
fame. foundation. In ſupport, of which notion, 
2. doctor of our-own of no ,inconſiderable figures. 
hath intrpduced our bleſſed Saviour, deducungs 
his argument for a reſurrection of. the de: 
againſt ' the Sedgucees,” Matt., xx11. 29 - throy nol 
the medium ol. Tye, SEPARATE EXISTENCE. 


tordal 


(b) 1 infers the. ſoul's | capability of - pur 2 


pains, from it's the fabſtancial form of 2 85 
zuin. Summ. qu. L XV. art. 1, reſp, ad S I. partis. 


2 by \ 5 


1 NI X 
of the foul (i). What a million of pities 55 
ſuch a diſcovery ſhould eſcape the N 9 
| Leo and his Lateran counctlors ! E = 
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57 8 this Fe thunder, bablſhel a book in 
the year 1516, on the immortality of the ſoul, 
in which he expoſed the futility of that argu- 

mentation by which the followers of Ari i/totle 
had endeavoured to prove the immortality. of _ 

the ſoul on the principles of their maſter; by 
ſhewing that they either. miſtook the ſenſe of 

Ariftotſ s principles, or drew wrong conclu- 
ſions from them. He then examines the hypo- 

theſis of Ariſtotle himſelf, and ſhews, he” the 

mortality of the ſoul may be as ealily proyed. 
by it, as the contrary. After which he ſtates, 
the moral arguments for the - immortality, . or 
rather againſt the mortality of the ſoul, under 
eight heads, and having ſhewn that they are 
weak and inconcluſive, he infers upon the 
Whole, in his laſt chapter, that © the 1 immor- 
« tality of the ſoul, being a problematical, 
queſtion, we can. have no affurance of the; 
thing, but from revelation, and that they Who 
would build immortality upon any other foun- 
dation, only verifie the character given to cer- 


tain ſelf· ſuffcient reaſoners 2 the =P | 


* 1 0 ES 
7 . at 6 
* — A — — wade — ͤ— 
Ca E — * 
— — 2 2 
— 2 , 


—— 5 


05 Div. Leg. of Mie Vol. IV. p. 363 el 1758. : 
; IF 


22 ” . AT „ e A 
. - FIVE) — 3 "Dp? 


* 4 mo >. 
$2 n * 3 " CANS" 
—— . — 4 — 


FIR 
- EIS. - 


- * * \ 


namely,” 


LI 
: 
| 
| 
7 
1 
7 
3 
i 
7 
4 
f tt 
< 
1 ol 
; 
. 1 
4 
11 
CF 
} 
I i 
5 
1 
*Y 
1 
x 
* 4 
1 
. 
iz © 
144 
N 1 
. 
: 
1 
4 
: 
1 
4. 
* 
4 
: 
1% 
TE 
+; .3 We? 
£ 
17 
1 
1 
E. : 
13799 1 
7 
; 2 
: 
173 SL 
. 1 
1 
14 
4 
= 
1 
17 
ö : 
x 
2 
7 
» 
7 
25 
* 
1 
1 
F 
3; 
* 
z 
- 


17 
19 
® 
. 
14 
1 
5 
& 
KG 
* 


8 


— 
- = „ 
1 . , * 


en namely, profeſſing themſelves wiſe, they be- 
duell H! 


| „ ; | Fe: 
*. 


(4) The R. R. author of the Divine Legation of Moſes, &c. 
cenſures Mr. Bayle for miſrepreſenting Pamponatius, by pla- 
cing him in the claſs of thoſe Wo fave thought religion 
uſeleſs to ſociety, which he calls an impiety. -Whereas ac- 
cording to the R. R. author, the impiety of which Pomponatius 
was guilty, was, the pretence that religion was the creature 
of the magiſtrate. D. L. B. 1. I will venture to Jay the 
R. R. author miſrepreſents Pomponatims as much to the full 
as Mr. Bayle. In this philoſopher's XIV chapter we meet 
with the following paſſage. Nam quod communiter dir 
« citur, fi anima eſt mortalis, homo deberet ſe totum tra- 
« dere voluptatibus corporalibus, omnia mala committere 
ad ſui utijitatem, vanumque eſſet Deum colere, divina 
e honorare, preces ad Deum fundere, ſacrificia facere, cx- 
© teraque hujus gerieris ; ſatis reſponſio patet per ea que 
« dicta ſunt; nam cum naturaliter felicitas appetatur, et 
« miſeria fugiatur, et per dicta, felicitas conſiſtat in actu 
& virtuoſo, cum ex tota mente Deum colere, diy ina hono- 
rare, fundere at Deum preces, ſacrificare, ſint actus max- 
« ime virtuoſi, ideo debemus totis viribus inniti, ad acqui- 
ſitionem iſtorum, p. 138. No this being the religion 
of the firſt claſs of men he had mentioned before, p. 123. 
qui ad virtutem inducuntur EX SOLA VIRTUTIS NOBI. | 
LITATE, without any inducement from the magiſtrates 
with what truth could the R. R. author affirm that Pam- 
ſonatius, pretended religion to be the creature of politics? 
Unleſs he will ſay that to worſhip God with the ꝛubols heart, 
to pray to him, &c. are not religion. Ay! but by religion 
the R. R. author meant only future rewards and puniſb- 
ments, So it ſeems. But if the whole of religion conſiſts 
In theſe 4 will it not follow upon this author's own 
principles, that Maſes taught the Jews 70 religion at all? 
Well then, we allow that Pomponatius held future rewards 
and puniſhments to be the creature of politics, But where 
is the impiety of this? For if as Pomponatius aſſerts, we can 

ave no certainty of immortality but from revelation, or the 
canonical [criptures, I would Jefire to know of the R. R. 
. th author, 


k 10 

111 is no wonder that theſe modtings Gould "A 
poſe Pomponatius to the rage and abuſe. of the 
"7 clergy of all denominations. In vain did 


e pretend to fubmit his lucubrations to the 


controul of the apoſtolic ſee. He had claſſed 
Ariſtotle, and the whole tribe of {choolmen, 
among the wiſemen who became fools in theit oun 
ſelf-ſufficiency ; and upon theſe did the moſt 
Jucrative doctrines of Rome almoſt entirely de- 
dend. But the ſtrange part of the ſtory would 
, that this writer ſhould incur the di plealure 


of the Proteſtants, for oppoſing the doctrine of 


a popith canon, if later experience had not 
convinced us how complaiſant we have been to 
the catholics in . theſe points, ſince thoſe: days, 
Heretic, Impious, Epicurean, Atheift, were 
liberally beſtowed upon Pomponatius on this oc· 
caſion, with how little juſtice has been ſhewn 
by Mr. e And we thall kr as we 89 2 


\ 


* 


, aiidive; whaſe creatures thols * n a paints 


ments muſt be, which were propoſed to the Pagans by the 


ruling powers among them, and which had no connection 


with revelation? And it is of ſuch future rewards and pu- 
niſhments only that Pomponatius ſpeaks, and f which be 
 fays, in the paſſage referred to by the R. R. author, tha 
they were the invention of politicians. Henceforward 5 
Pomponatius is acquitted of all i impiety, except it be impi 


ainſt human eſtabliſhments of religion, with which ide | 
be plainly enough declares neither the religion of the go 


pel, nor the religion of philoſophers can poſſibly incor 
rate. How far he is in the right is another e Bu 
without doubt the R. R. author had his reaſons for being 
diſpleaſed with the conſequences that might be drawn from 
the doctrine of our Mantuan philoſopher, as 'totally | ſubyer- 
* 1 the bogs dar, PEE” of on alliance, Kc. 3 


long 


r _— FLY — — 1 1 


ag 


= 4 1. 


| long, that Rverkl eminent men have adopted 


Pomponatrus's general principle, in contradiction 
to a certain ſort of philoſophy, in much higher | 
reputation for the ſuppoſed perſpicuity of its 
grounds, than that of 'Arifotle and Aquinas. 

One of Pom Ps, s ſyllogiſms is his * If 
« Chriſt is raiſed from the dead, we hall like-' 
« wiſe riſe; and if we riſe, the ſoul is immor- 
„ tal: But Chriſt is raiſed: THEREFORE: J 
« the ſoul is immortal“. 

| Conſidering what was meant in thoſe days 
by the immortality of the ſoul, the conſequence 
is weak, and the abu itiful. This how-" 
ever ought to have ſatisfied 
adverſaries that he was neither atheiſt nor he- 
retic. But the objection lay here; this ſyllo- 
giſm did not account for the intermediate im- 
mortality in a ſtate of ſeparate exiſtence. No- 
thing is mentioned of the ſulſtantial form, on - 
which, as we have obſerved, the ſoul's Cogan 5 
bility of purgatorial pains was made to depend *, 

I have often wondered that the modern con- 
tenders for the ſeparate; exiſtence of the foul, 
ſhould ever be prevailed with to give up this : 
commodious fubbantial form : or that none of 5 
the numerous followers of Des Cartes, (las te, 
and Baxter, ſhould think of ſubſtituting ſome- 
thing in the room of it. When they. ſpeak of 
the happineſs f ſeparate ſouls, they make a. 


ws Quantumeunque immateriale in materiale agat, von 
videtur tamen actionem converti. Quare et etiam apud 
Theologos dubitatio orta eſt, quomodo animæ cruciĩari poſ- 

_ ab igne corporeo. Fg cap. 8) p. 42. 
C 2 | | tolerable 


the philoſopher's 
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tolerable caſe, and flouriſh on the ſpiritual joys 
of a thinking ſubſtance, with great edification to 
thoſe who are in love with myſtic rapture and 
exſtacy. But when they come to. diſpoſe of 
the ſouls. of the wicked, they are totally at 2 
loſs. Some of them are obliged to leave them 
aſleep, [ Szeffe, &c.] Others talk of puniſhments 
by parity of reaſon, and of their ſuffering--. 
no body knows what or how, [Goddard, &c.] 
It is very extraordinary they ſhould not recol- 
le& that their cazholic predeceſſors, having /ab- 
ftantial forms always at hand, were never under 
any ſuch embarraſſment. „ 


TT 


1520. In the year 1520 Luther publiſhed a defence 
of his propoſitions condemned by a bull of 


Leo X. which were in number 41. The 27th 

runs thus. „ Wo 
It is certain that it is not in the power of 
ec the church or the Pope to eſtabliſh articles 
cc of faith, or laws for morals or good works.” 
And the reaſon he gives for this is, that theſe 
articles and laws, are already eſtabliſhed in the 
word of God; which he proves from 1 Cor. ii. 
11 (0. After which he goes on, But ! 
1 1 permit 


(1) Certum eſt in manu Eceleſiz aut Papæ non eſſe ſta- 
tuere articulos fidei, imo nec leges morum, nec bonorum 
operum.-Permitto tamen quod Papa condat articulos fidei 
ſrbi et ſuis fidelibus, quales ſunt, Panem et vinum tran- 
ſub/tantiari in ſacramento, Eſſentiam Dei nec generare, me 
generari. Animam eſſe formam ſubſtantialem human: «r- 
' poris, Se eſſe imperatorem mundi, et regem cali, et Deun 
5 | | terrenun, 


3 82 


E 


« permit the Pope to make articles of faith 


e for himſelf and his faithful, ſuch as, . The 
« bread and wine are tranſubſtantiated in the ſa- 
« crament. The eſſence of God neither generates, 
« mor 1s ; generated. . The ſoul is the ſubſtantial | 
« form of the human body. The Pope is the em- 
ce peror of the world, and the ting of heaven, 
« and God upon earth. THE SOUL IS IM- 
« MORTAL, with all thoſe monſtrous opinions 
« to be found in the Roman dunghill of de- 
« cretals, that ſuch as his faith is, ſuch may be 
« his goſpel, ſuch his diſciples, and ſuch his 


church, that the mouth may have meat ſuit - 


« able for it, and the diſh, a cover worthy of. 
* | 1 | VVV 

This  ironical permiſſion of Luther is evi- 
dently aimed at thoſe decrees of the Popes, 
which were founded upon ſcholaſtic determi- 
nations (n). But more particularly at that La 


| teran canon abovementioned, which eſtabliſhed _ 


the immortality of the ſoul after Aquinas, in 


terrenum. ANIMAM ESSE IM Io TAT EM; et omnia illa 
infinita portenta in Romano ſterquilinio decretorum, ut 


| qualis eſt ejus fides, tale fit evangelium, tales et fideles, talis 
et eccleſia, et [l. ut.] habeant fimilem Jabra Jactucam, et 


dignum patella fit operculum.---Aſertio articulorum omntum 


artini Lutheri, per b»llam Leonis X. damnatorum. Oper. 
Tom. ii. fol. 107. Wittembergæ, 1562. . 
(in) The axiom, that, Te eſſence of God neither generates 
nor is generated, is a ſentence of Lombard, which being con» 
troverted by the Os as heretical and abſurd, was 
patronized and decreed in the Lateran council held under 


Innocent III, in the year 1215, where Joachim was formally 


condemned. Lombard's propoſition was afterwards eſpouſed 


and vindicated by Aquinas, % CL 
- ES _ conſequence 


8 —— — aboe s Lads. — 


AS 
— 


— 
— 
—— 


— ... 
= = . — — — 
4 IS N 
2 "a. 
- . 
EE 
— SEED 
* . * 


8 4 = . - * - 1 2a > 
— = +> — — — — — 4 — = _ — — — - — — — — 
4. Cong t Sou moe . — - ShD 2 — — ——— = oy < gb. Faw - — — — — 2 - 
— — — =: — — 2 = I 
5 — — — — — — — Q0>-</ p mnarnans — ſä— — gi — — 
6 — _ — — — - — - —ͤ— 


— — —ũ—mͥ¹b ä — none 


„„ 
conſequente of its being the ſubſtantial bond of 
the body. Sylveſter Priertas; in his- di ſpute with 
Luther, relied almoſt. wholly. on the authority 
of St. Thomas, whom Luther in his replication, 
treated with the utmoſt contempt (n).. Hence 
may ariſe a doubt whether Luithr in this. paſ- 


ſage, intended only to reprobate the /chool'dec- 


trine of the-immortality of the foul, BEBE Why I 
the thing itſelf?— . 

Cardinal du' Perron, ſuppoſes Luther denied 
the immortality of the ſoul, for the ſake of the 
effect the contrary doctrine would have upon 


the practice of invocating ſaints (0). But it is 


certain that Luther himſelf had not quite laid 


aſide the practice of invocation, at the time he 


wrote this defence of his articles (). 
Afterwards indeed Luther eſpouſed the die | 
trine of the ſleep of the ſoul; upon ⁊ ſeripture 


foundation; and then he Hache uſe of it as 4 


confutation of purgatory and ſaint worſhip, and: 
continued in that belief to the laſt enn, of 
his life. 

I know this bath been controverted een by 
ſome of his own followers. The queſtion upon, 
many accounts, is worth debating ; and as the 
diſcuſſion of it would break the thread of our 
preſent diſquifition, I ſhall reſerve what I have 


to ſay upon the ſubject, for an Appendix; ob- | 


Erving d lat Luther in his FOO OR upan, 


7 


01 ) Slriden, lik." x. TY A 
(o) — Ber, motte LUTHER. PSA” | 
of 2 Soba in Indice tertio ad annum 1 52 f. 


4 ED 55 Ecel Nele, 


= 2 C 15 1 

Beelefiaftes, which was publiſhed” in the year 
1332, Was clearly and indiſputably on the fide 
of thoſe who e the — 1 che fon] . Y 


| "v7 ws 
+ 0 


About this time, 1 534. Calan bad ES to 1934. 
figure, and two years after Luther had publithed — 


the commentary Juſt mentioned, Calvin put out 
a ſmall tract at Orleans, which he intituled, 


Pſjchopaunychia, by which word is ſignified 


that the ſoul wakes throughout the de 


of death, with all the conſciouſneſs and ſen» 


ſibility neceflary to the enjoyment of happineſs, 
There is ſomething remarkable in Hy m_ 
and place of this publication. 


In this very year 1534, and in is very: city 


of Orleans, à Aral Was conjured up by the 


Franci ſcaus, which played a e of pranks, 
much fe the ſtyle oh the. late Gock- 5 ban, 
and with much the fame views of ſpite and 

revenge (7). Sleidan, who tells the ſtory, ha- 
ving related how much the impoſtors were pi⸗ 
tied and relieved, under their correction, by 


the populace, and particularly by the good 200+ 
Mey proceeds to obſerve. what excellent pur- 


we s of the eccleſiaſtical kind, were ane 
theſe fame ec eee in ee 


(4) Vid. Append. p. 85. 


1 Ne tes quid „Allet Nobels et quis Mee! ? FEY | 


cat non ſibi licere loqui. Jabetur ergo per ſigna reſpondere 
ad interrogata. Foramen erat factum, per quod admotis 
auribus, exorciſtæ vocem haurire poterat et intelligere. 
— tabulam . ad AK a en —— fe- 
riebat. 
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ing the doctrine of purgatory, encouraging pl | 
5 maſſes, and bringing in large profits to the 
prieſts. But, continues he, after Luther's 
« doctrine came to be underſtood, and had 
* gained a little N this kind of ſpec-. 


c&c tres by degrees van! ed away. For Liber 
A teaches from the ſcriptures, that the ſouls of 


*© the dead are at reſt, waiting for the final 
ce day of judgment; and that thoſe diſtur- 


e bances, frightful noiſes and Phantoms we. 


La) 


raiſed by Satan, who loſes. no opportunity 
© of confirming men in the practice of im- 


< pious rites, and the belief of falſe opinions, 


te that he may render ineffectual the bleſſi ings 
e conferred upon us by our Sayiour Chriſt (s).” 
Now Calvin had compoſed his book ſeven 


| years before its publication at Orleans; and why 


he ſhould chuſe this critical ſeaſon to diſcloſe 
theſe ſentiments, would be hard to ſay, Some 
part of this year' he ſpent at Paris, and moſt 
probably he came not to Orleans, till the latter 
ent er it. Tie juggle of the F tay 6 
and the proceſs againſt them, run out into 2 
great length of time, and as this incident was 
conſiderable enough to find a place in Sleidan's 
hiſtory, it could be no ſecret to Calvin. But 
admit that Catvin's book made its appearance 
before the Franciſcan ſpectre; it is certain that 


| Luther's doctrine, mentioned by Sleidan, was 


ſtill earlier by ſome years; and it is equally cer- 
tain, that in proportion as Luther” 8 Principle 2 


( Sleidan comment. | Be IX. p. 239—2 a. | Ig 121 7 
" 5 bor 


Wes 
hore down the trade of apparitions, that of 
Colvin, would encourage and promote it. 

LUTHER, by conſigning all the dead to a ſtate 
of reſt and ſleep, left no pretence for the ap- 
pearance of human ſouls after death. But Cal- 
vin managed his matters. ſo, that thou gh he was 
willing to ſuppoſe the ſouls of the lect, were 
n ſuch a ſtate of felicity, as would not admit 
of their being interrupted by worldly conſidera- 
tions; yet he left the ſons of perdition to their 
liberty. For he ſays, it is nothing to him 
« what becomes of their ſouls; he would only 
abe reſponſible for the faithful (7) :” which I 
ſuppoſe has given. the hint to all ſucceeding 
Pjychopannychijts to be ſo exceeding thy of men- 
tioning the condition of wicked ſouls in a ſepa- 
rate ſtate: fearing, 2s it ſhouid ſeem,” to burn 
their fingers in Purgatory. 

In the mean time, as all the ſpectres of ths 
monks were manufactured out of theſe <iched 
ſouls, it was no contemptible favour to leave 
them acceſs to this reprobate groupe': one of 
theſe, has occaſionally been worth more to a 
church or 4 convent, than a dozen ſaints. _ 

As to the book. itſelf, it is hot; furious, and 
abuſive. The Hypnologifts, as he calls them, 
are bablers, madmen, dreamers, drunkards ; in 
one word, Anabaptiſis and Catabapriſts, under 
which name be fays, are : - comprekendedl- all 


1 1 


(t) Quol f fi quis ipforum Bas c Duid perditios 
mis filits feeturum fit“ Nihil ad nos. Ego pro fidelibus re- 


pondeo. ---Pſzchopan fol, 30. of the af eh edition, I 545- 
D forts 
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forts and kinds of wickedneſſes (9. Happily 


for them, his arguments are as feeble and ſo- 
phiſtical as they themſelves could with. Such 


as they are however, they have furniſhed all the 


orators and diſputants for the conſciouſneſs of 
the ſeparate ſoul, from that day to this, with 
{criptural authorities. For Calvin had ſo much 
wit in his anger, as not to meddle with the phi- 
loſophical arguments for immortality (x). 
But though he charges the Anabaptiſts with 
firſt broaching the doctrine of the ſleep of the 


ſoul, in theſe latter days, he is nevertheleſs ob- 


liged to own that ſome thouſands were in that 
way of thinking, and ſome of theſe good men; 
that is to ſay, not Anabaptiſts. Whence it 
appears that he very well knew this doctrine 
was no way connected with the pernicious ex- 
travagancies of thoſe enthufiaſts ; though thi 


he is diſingenuous enough to inſinuate in divers 


paſſages. 


(u) And yet he has the modeſty to fay in his ſecond pre- 
face, Quanquam nec contra eos Anabaptiſtas] niſi MODICE 
bilem effudi; ut qui ab omni procacitate et loquendi petu- 
lantia PERPETUO abſtinuerim. _ : 5 

(x) Valeant philofophi, ſays he, quibus, cum in omni- 
<< bus pene rebus ſolenne fit, nec finem, nec modum fa- 
„ cere diſſenſionibus; Hic ita inter ſe rixantur, ut vix duoy 
<< teſtes habiturus fis, in quacunque tandem opinione ac- 


„ quieſcas.“ He acknowledges however that Plato and Ari- 


/iotle have diſcourſed excellently on the faculties of the ſoul, 
but that you would in vain conſult them for any. juſt ac- 


| count of its ſubſtance or origin. However, be thinks them 


upon the whole wiſer and more orthodox than the ZHypnele- 
£:/ts, who boaſt that they are diſciples-cf Chriſt, Fol. 1. v. 


* — 
82 4 


125 

He fp likewiſe in one of his prefaces, te that 
« they who hold the opinion he endeavours to 
% confute, | pay. no regard to the ſcriptures ;” 
even while he is labouring and ſweating to ſet 
aſide the force of a great number WE) texts 100g | 
bring from thence. * | 

Among other 'things, he ul notice vob an 
objection to his ſyſtem, drawn from the ſilence 
of the ſcriptures touching any rewards and pu- 
niſhments but thoſe of a final judgment. 

He acknowledges the fact, but will not allow 
of the conſequence. © I anſwer, ſays he, that 
„ Chriſt is our head, whoſe: kingdom and glory 
« have not yet appeared. If the members were 
to go before the head, the order of things 
© would be perverted and prepoſterous. © But 
we ſhall then follow our prince, when he ſhall 
* come in the glory of his Father, and fit 
upon the throne of his majeſty. In the mean 
« ttme, THAT l{iveth, which is in us, of, or 
from God, namely our ſpirit, becauſe Chriſt 
© Jiveth who is our life ; for it would be abſurd 
that we ſhould periſß, while our life livetb. 
« And becauſe our /ife is in God, it is therefore | 

* with God and happy (. | 

It would be doing too much honour to this 
contemptible ſtring of quibbles to offer a repli- 
cation. We therefore bid John Calvin good 
night, obſerving only that one might bring his 
own commentaries, COPE in his * years, 


ſy) Prydllopas, fol. 35. a 
. EE N to 


11 620 J 


90 confront the fooliſh interpretations Fe many 
rene b eiae in the A e n > 


8 


5 2 . 22 
* A 6 0 W i 5 a 8 2 4 "4 13 I 84 > 3 
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b, 


"bs: no © long ti time- the FR of. . ſeparate 


— exiſtence of the foul began to creep into the 


public Confeſſions of divers proteſtant churehes, 
and conſequently to be equally ſacred among 
the reformed, as the canons of Clement and Lo 
had made it among the papiſts. 8 
Hitherto indeed no formal confeſſion of th 
proteſtant faith had publicly appeared, except 
| thoſe preſented to the Emperor, Charles, V. at 
the Diet of Augſburgb, 1530, one by the Elec. 
tor of Saxony and 'the Princes his adherents, 
known by the name of the confeſſion of Aug. 
turgh ; and another by the free cities of Kere 
burgh, Conſtance, Memmingen, and Lindau. 
The latter has nothing concerning the im- 
mortality of the ſoul, nor any thing tending to 
diſcover the ſentiments of the lads i 
that ſubject. : 5 
The other, Which was 8 up by Melane: 
bon, touches upon it very lightly, in the article 
concerning the invocation of ſaints, upon the 
383 that. the writers among the Lutheran 
had been very full on the ſubject. This want 
of preciſion begat conferences between the pa- 
piſts and prote! ſtants, wherein the latter are ſaid 
to have allowed, „that ſaints and angels inter- 


*..ccde for us, and were therefore to - be ho- 
55 noured 


God, ſu⁰ quodam modo.” © 


3-123; 


. noured but notiovoked (z).” This and other 


conceflions, | mentioned during this Diet, are put 
to the account -of Melomethort 8 timidity: Whe-« 
ther he ever made ſuch 2 conceſſion is yet a 


problem (a), nor does ſuch allowance ſeem ts 


be very conſiſtent. with the argument in the 
Confeſſion, vi. that invocation of ſaints. at · 


e tributes. omnipotence to the dead, and implies 


„that the ſaints know the motions of men's 
« hearts-(6).”. Be that as it might, this doc- 
trine of intercęſion, under certain limitations; 
was afterwards admitted by ſome. of the Luthe. 
rons, as we ſhall preſently ſee.” 

The firſt ee confeſſion,” bi rd by. 


Zucer and Capito at the convention of Divines 


at Wittembergh, in the year 1536, and after- 
wards by Bucer alone at Smalcald 153 7, makes 
no mention Hit the e e pe or ae far 


„ ©” + % 


Fan 0 {nog __ pi og among 

others, by the Duke of V irtenbergh, - an by- 
the churches of Saxony. e 

« We acknowledge, ſay the . intenterghers, 

ce that the faints in 7 ray for us before 

In dh the next chapter 

oy * they-lay S Faith requiresthat 1 We ſhould think 


* 


2 


'S 1.544 34 i * 


(=) Maimbourg Hiſt. Tub. apud Seckendorf Kt ii. pag. 178 5 


7a) Vid. Seckendorf 1. iii. p. 548. 3 ; 
(b) Corpus Gonfefs. p. 28. partis 2dæ. 3 
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6c that the dead are not nothing g but that they 


truly live before God; the pious happily in 


« Chrift; the wicked in an horrible expectation 
of the revelation of divine judgment (c).” 
Wreſting thus what the Apoſtle Heb. x. 27, ſays 
of apoſtates in this world, to the intermediate 
ſtate of the impious dead; as indeed Calbin had | 
une before them (d). 
The Saxons fay, © In this Faith [viz. of the 
three creeds] we invocate the true God, who 
manifeſted himſelf to his church by ſending 
« his. ſon, and adding other illuſtrious teſti- 
“ monies, Joyning our prayers with all ſaints 
« jn heaven and earth.” In another place how- 
ever they affirm, that the ſaints are dead and 
cannot hear the prayers of their votaries (e), 
and how in that caſe they can joyn with them 
in prayer, is a little incomprehenfible. 
However when the Harmonixers of the Prote- 
tant confeſſions, under the auſpices of the Bel. 
gic and Gallican churches; undertook in the 
year 1581, to make all things ſmooth and con- 
 liſtent, they found themſelves under a neceſſit) 
of applying a corrective to theſe doctrines of 


the Saxons and WW. 2 as s follows.” SING 
2134 


6 5 


A 


4 


* 


(c) Harmon. Conf. p. 14. Imæ partis. / Pe. | 

(d) Ubi oculi mentis noſtræ, qui nunc Soli in carne, 
hebetes ſunt, abſterſerint hanc velut lippitudinem, videbimus 
quæ expectabamus, et ea requie delectabimur. Neque enim 
veremur id poſt Apoſtolum dicere, qui e converfo dicit 
pe ge ear Inv exFoxny xpiotus manere reprobos. Si hæc terribilis, 
illa ſane et læta, et beata merito vocabitur. Fhebepan, 35. 
f 

en Corpus Conf. pe 72, &. 125. adæ pare. Bj 


mee, 


„„ N 


£1 


7 ( 23 ] 

« Yoyning our prayer] We learn in many 

« places of the holy ſcripture, that the angels, 
« according to the nature of the miniſtry which 
« they are ſent to 2 do further the 
« ſalvation of the godly, and it is evident from 
« that ſaying, Love doth not fall away, and by 
« Foc. vi. 10, that the ſpirits of the ſaints taken 
« up unto Chriſt, do with heir holy defires, 1N- 
« SOME SORT). help forward the grace and 
« goodneſs of God, touching the full deliver- 
« ance of the church. And we judge that 
« as well this, and other places as of the ſame 
** confeſſion, and alſo that place in the 23d 


chap. of the confeſſion of Wirtenbergh, which 


« followeth after the 2d ſection, p. 45 [p. 48 
« of the latin] are ſo to be interpreted. And 
« we acknowledge NO OTHER interceſſion or 
« intreating either of the bleſſed angels, or of 
« the ſpirits of holy men, that are now de- 
parted from us . 


Probe fect Mis, incertior Fore nrulto quam . | 


When people fay the ſaints pray for them, 
intercede for them, and that'they are better for 
ſuch interceſſion, thoug h 1 know they are miſ- 
taken, I know at leaſt what they mean. But 
when I am told, that, (not the prayers, but) 
« the defires of the ſaints, do, in. ſome ſort help 
« forward the grace and goodneſs of God, in 
e the full deliverance of the church,” I am 


* 


bewildered in a miſt of words, to which I can 


fix no ideas. 


(f) See the . at the * of che Wen of 
Confeſſions. O8/. 1, upon the Saxon conſeſſion. 3 
| The 


— theſe. confeſſions, which 3 condemned 
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Y The editors of the Corpus Conſeſſonum, mate 
ſhorter work with the Saxon 's ſtill, by exhibiting 
their confeſſion without the clauſe, camſuntd 


precatione naſtra. I was going to fay, fairy, 
till I caſt my eye by chance on the firſt. worde 


of the preface to this collection, via. Exhibentur 
in hoc volumine, celeberrimæ confefſiones. fidei, ex 
optimis guibuſgue ene, EX. o PARTE | 


INTEGRE. | 
For my part, 1 cannot help commiſerating the 


diſres of theſe poor men, who having once 
allowed the Saints a conſcious exiſtence in hea- 
ven, were ſo hard put to it to 227 clear of the 
e e N | - 577 of 


: vu. 


There was however as yet nothing. in any of 


the doctrine. of the ſlecp of the ſoul, as an hereſy. 

The Lutherans, as appears by the particulars 
above recited, ' halted between two opinions. 
W hatever Luther s private ſentiments were, he 
had no where decided dogmatically on the ſub- 
jeck; and the difference Pee his followers, 
and thoſe of Zuinglius concerning the ſacra- 
ment, fo wholly engroſſed the attention of both 
1 that other matters were much over⸗ 

ooked. 19 1 

The honour of firſt DIE Ts this t tenet 
was reſerved for our English Reformers, who 
in the 40th of King Edward's articles compoſed 
in the year 1552, and publiſhed the year. fo 
lowing, expreſſed themſelves a 


8 4 They 


4 * 
· 


6 
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« They who ſay that the ſouls of ſuch as 
« depart 5 do ſleep, being without all 
« ſenſe, feeling, and perceiving, until the day 
of judgment, or affirm that the ſouls die 
with the bodies, and at the laſt day ſhall be 
raiſed up with the ſame, do utterly diſſent 
from the right belief declared unto us in the 
e holy ene Tan 

Biſhop Burnet, ſpeaking of links" articles, | 
ſays, Thus was the doctrine of the church 
« caſt into a ſor? and plain form, in which theß 
took care both to eſtabliſh the poſitive arti- 
cles of religion, and to cut off the errors for- 
merly introduced in the time of popery, or 
of late broached by the Anabaptiſts and En- 
thuſiaſts of —— ; avoiding the niceties 
of ſchoolmen, and the peremptorineſs of 
the writers of SN (0.5 5 
One may be pretty ſure KA. this article was 
not aimed at any error of popery ; and what 
buſineſs had our reformers to condemn the 
Enthuſiaſts of Germany, in a point of docttine 
which had not been cenſured publicly b the 
orthodox of their own country? It is Nobeble 
the doctrine here condemned had been held and 
Rape 85 ſome. of our own. 3 at 
1Me, 


ga little before that time, had private meetings, 
« wherein they 3 odd OY and * 


(2) Burnet's Hiſt, Ret vol. ii. p. F081; 80 
* a « dangerous | 


There v were, ſays Shops; a loofer fort of Dro» WC 
«* feflors of religion, a ſort of Anabaptiſts, Who, 


A: 26 * 
c dangerous 40 and EY Of the 
« the council having notice, they thought it 
«« fit to diſcountenance and reſtrain them 6905 
The truth is, whoever in thoſe days enter- 
tained any opinion out of the common road, 
was called an Anabaptiſt, though perhaps- he 
did not know what were the diſtinguiſhing doc- 
trines of that ſect. Juſt as in theſe la times 
they who have been troubleſome to the profel. 
ſors of the orthodox ſyſtem, have been claſped 
with Arians, Socintans, Method: ſts, Ke. 
WH 1562. But whatever was the motive with King 
WY —— Edward's reformers to declare againſt the flee 
Wy of the ſoul in this peremptory manner, when 
the articles came to be reviewed in 1 562, by 
Parker and his aſſociates, this goth article was 
droped; in conſideration, as it ſhould ſeem, 
that by allowing ſeparate ſouls to have ſenſe, 
feeling, and perception, the doctrines of pur- 
atory and invocation would very naturally 
follow. It is for their honour too, to ſuppoſe 
they had looked into the ſcriptures with a little 
more care and ſagacity than their predeceſlors, 
and could not find the right N mentioned 
in the article. 
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In the year 1 566, was . the cond 
Helvetic confeſſion, fabricated entirely upon the 
the Calviniſtical plan. Luther had now. been 


long out of the way, and the Frigh, of Calvin 


i 7 


(5) Life of Cranmer, p. 233. 1 


55 27 LY 
at Geneva had determined by his death, but 
two years before. Beza ſucceeded” him, and 


moſt probably drew up this confeſſion, of which 
the following is part of the ſeventh article, ina 
tituled, Of the creation of all 1 945 angel, 4 


the devil, and man. 


„We hold that FEM confifts of two, and 


« thoſe different ſubſtances in one perſon; of 


« an immortal ſoul, ſeeing that, being ſepa- > 


rated from the body, it neither Deeps nor 
dies; and of a mortal body, which yet, at 


« the laſt judgment, ſhall be raiſed from the 


© dead, that the who man from thencefor- 
« ard, may remain to eternity, either 1 in life 
* or death. We condemn all who ſcoff at the 
* immortality of the foul, or bring it into doubt 
by ſubtle diſputations, or who ſay. that the 


* ſoul fleeps, or that it is a part of God (i).“ 


Who ſees not in this proteſtant canon, te 
features of that of the Tale une!!! 
1. Mr. Bayle, apol zing for Pomponatius, 
has the following * « In Pomponatius's 
time they knew of no philoſophical ſyſtem © 


but that of Ariſtotie, ſo that to aſſert that 


e the immortality of the ſoul could not be 
proved by the principles of that philoſopher, 
and to afſert that it could not be proved by 
© philoſophical reaſons, was one and the fame, 
thing (4): ian | 65 
What Bayle ſays of the time- | of Pomponatins, 
is equally true ws of 


.) Corp. Confeſs. p p. 25. Imæ partis. 
{#) Baule, POMPONACE Rem. 


the time of Calvin and Bexa. | 


Ee „ The 


\ 


| 
N 


. 28 . 
The doctrine of the two ſubſtances i in mat, is 
founded upon the philoſophy of Ariftotle,. in the 
Helvetic, as well as in the Roman Bull. Calvin 
was as deep in ſubſtantial forms, as. Clement. or 
Leo: and, as it might be made appear by his 
account of election, reprobation, Sach . 
had as much occaſion for them. 
2. The Helvetic heroes as well as the 7 
Acian, are for prohibiting all diſputes, upon 4 
queſtion concerning the immortality, of the ſoul, 
and both, under the fame anathema. Danna» 
mus ef reprobamus, M 44 0h b6re nt. 
3 The, Helvetians tay, 5 We condi 
cc who aſſert. that the ſoul is 4 part of. Gag.” 
CALLY Wis 12 miſtake not, aſſerted ſomething 
y like it, in a; paſſage cited above out of 
eee, He calls the foul, id guadiin 
nobis ex Des eſt. If by ex Deo, he meant only 
from God, the ſame may be ſaid of ebery,ingre- 
dient in our compoſition... But his expreſſiog 
ſhews. that he meant to diſtinguiſh the ſoul 
from. ſomething elſe which was not ex, Dee, 
in the ſame ſenſe at leaſt. How this diſtinction 
can be, explained without. conſidering the ſoul; 
as d:feerptum quiddam ex Deo, I fee not. 
In the twenty-fixth. article: of the. ſame. . 
feſſion, we meet with the following paffage. 
We believe that the faithful. migrate hs 
cc rectly from their corporeal death to Chriſt, 
and therefore do not want the prayers,..litur- 
« gies, or liturgic offices of the living, for the 
dead. Allo we believe that the wicked are 
directly precipitated into Hell, from whence 
0 „ 


a 


dm E e, Art. . e 


eee 

« there is no outlet for impious perſons, to be 

« procured by. any offices of the living. N „ * 

If this is really the caſe, not only liturgic cf- 
a but even 2: reſurrection; and. a tas 
judgment, are needleſs things. Be it remarked 
that this is the firſt time we | meet. with the 
Florentine: doctrine, of immediate un gration to 
Chriſt (noted as a deviation from the primitive 
creed by Bp. Taylor, as above) publickly avowed 
by a proteſtant "church; However, ſo little care-. 
ful were theſe Helyetians of expreſſing. them- 
ſelves accurately andi conſiſtently, that in another 
place of this very confeſſion, the ſouls pr ſpirits 


of the ſaints. get na, higher . than [the , ſtars. - 


* \ , . . 8 » 
* 1 p 
com 1 vs IX. * TT Fi er Wee neh, 
tts Cn 1090 Den a 232 


e gens 8 3 1568. 
bours the Scots  whot I Was in foro danger — | 


of paſſinig by. „In che year 1 560, Kheir confeſ. 
ſion wes f d in, and ratified by the Parlia - 


ment at "Edinburgh, Auguſt 15 4 (H, of ks 


here follpweth the pen euch Arte. 

The elect departed are in peace, and reſt 
* from their labours: not that they flepe and 
come to à certain 'bbliyion,” as ſome fantaſtiks 
« do affirme!: but that they are delivered 


„ from all — and torment, and all tempta- 


* tion to which we” and all God's elect are 
0 * ſubjec& i in-this life, and therefore, do bear the 


1 See Spotf os Hiſt" e of the clita * Scotland, B. ili. 


p. 150, Ed. 1677, where are ſome circumſtances much to 


the honour of our reforming. neighbours, Th 
: 5 * name 5 


e xvi. 22, 23. Xxiii. 43. ap vi. 9 


[+30] 
* name of the church militant: as contrati. 
<«« wiſe, the reprobate and unfaithful ts arte, 
* haye anguiſf and paine that cannot he ex. 

ed. So that neither are the one nor the 
1 —— in ſuch ſlepe that they fele not their tor. 
<< ment I. condition.] “ — which they —_ 
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(* It be this Toby a cop) of che W 
ſion, printed at London, by Rouland Hall, 1 561, fad to be 


| ſet forth and authorized according to the Gele Majeſties 


* 


injunctions. [ Elixabeth.] It is exactly the ſame which: is at 


the end of the Engliſh, tranſlation of the Har of Canfeſ- 
ions, of which” r” have two editions, and all three a gree in 
ſaying that, „neither che one nor the other Sore app their tur. 
<" ment.” But tlie latin in the Corpus: Confeſſionum, has it, 
Ut neque hi negue illi, adeo dormiunt, quin ſentiunt i in qua con- 
ditione verſentur. And we. are there informed, that this 
latin tranſlation was made by a Scotch nobleman of 
enen, 


piety, Who, in a ſhort preface, ſpeaks of this 
<< as fin publiſted in the year 1568, and being ng oply in tet 


* Scottiſh dialect, had 2 been e that he 
<« knew of, to any other churches. Which > the” more? 


probable; as it had been in print ſeven or years before | 
the Tranſlator himſelf knew of it. ans 71 cauſed it to 


be ſolemnly ſubſcribed and ratified i in Parliament; anno 15 by 
Spotſwoed p ays that * the King, having had certain diſp 4s [= 

« tions ſhewed to him which came from Rome, wher 

% catholicks were permitted to premiſe, ſwear, brides 

« &c. any thing, ſo as in mind they continued firm, and 
« did uſe their ales gence to advance in ſecret the Roman 

faith, caufed his miniſter Mr. Jahn Craig, form a ſhort 

* confeſſion. of faith, wherein all the corruptions; of "Remes.' 
as well-in doctrine, as outward rites, . Were particularly 
abjured,, and a clauſe inſerted (becauſe of theſe. diſpenſa-, 


tions) by which the ſubſcribers did call God to N 5 


4 that in 8 minds and hearts they did fully agree ta 


6 ſaid confeſſion, and not feign or diſſemble in any fore” | 
This is only a formal proteſtation againſt the errors of po- 
ben which now appears at the head of the old = 

anes 
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I am afraid this article will by no means har- 
noni xe with the Helvetic migration of holy 
ſouls to Chriſt, nor with dire precipitation. of 
the wicked and unbelievers into hell. The hap- 
pineſs of the faints here mentioned, is all of 
the negative ſort, and though poſitive torments 
and anguiſh. are, in this Scottiſh. confeſſion, 

made the portion of the wicked, yet we find it 
all ends in this, that neither the one nor the 
other are ſo faſt aſleep, but that they are ſenſible 
of their condition. The hypotheſis of the Scots 
ſeems to admit of an increaſe of happineſs and 
miſery after the reſurrection; that the Hel- 
veliaus will admit of Fun „ 2 00 

2 ee ee 

accontinity when, in the year 1612 the RY 
confeſſion of the Remonſtrants appeared, the "> 
Catviniſts cenſared it, among other things, for 
omitting to mention, the happy immortality 
of ſouls in heaven, after this life, which, they 
fay, is expreſsly delivered in their catechiſm; 


and for this omiſſion, the Remonſtrants are 
accuſed of Secinianſm (). ; 


10 mee wad thewibot'i in. the 14th year of his: age- Bue as he 
d the way with his own ſubſcription both to the Prote 
tion and Confe ton, "occaſion was taken from hence by Be . 
mine, after Fames's acceſſion to the crown of England, to 
reproach him as having eſpouſed and authenticated the doc- 
trine of the Puritans: which laid biſhop Afidrews under the 
diſagreeable dilemma either of acknowledging the orthodoxy 
of the Scottiſh confeſſion, or of pleading the king's nonage 
azainſt his own royal act. Via. R ad A Card. 
Eellarmini. Ate 1610. p. 352. | 
(m) Apologia pro Con Ketone Remonſtrantium. cap. Xix. 


Epiſcopius 


————— = : —— — — — — — —— — il. ei N N TTL STE -: 0 — 5 . l — 
— 2 . — __ — — — * 8 — = : 8 — — — — — = —— — r 
* = — . — — 7 w — — a R 3 n —_ * — 
1 > —— N 1 2 — A " " — —̃— — v—¾ — — * — py — — a= — 2 
3 . — Ye — 2 — - = 2 DD — —_ — — 4 — : = a — 2 : . 3 
* . = N 
— — 2 — — v —— — — — — — — — —— 2 — — l . k p _ = 2 
* * 82 — — 5 - — ET T rr = . — = 
* l 2 — pony oo, — = * 8 — 2 E — — — — — N 
rr —— . — — — — — - 
2 q * 2 2 — n — — — — » - - — 1 * g=Yy — * — — o g — 
_ - . . 4 . 2 « < 2 * as. Wh * 
5 6 n — * P R Vůãumñůñññ ++ ft —2 5 4 50 bo þ * * 
& bes / 6 1 ( 8 y * : ; " 
— peer rs = « * - — £ s — W S * 3 erg Sr 1 
: oy - "a 4 - . . K r _ — þ . ” ä A 
* 7 * 1 — a — 2 * 2 a _ * Ton — — ao — 2 K „ & Y vhs Or — WV * y a 
q 2 


2 nt * 2 W” 4 _— = * 2 l 85 * = — —_ jj 1 A 1 a> 
© Ty =p AY 82 — 2 4 - 
— Io. r = 128 — 9 25 >, * th n A * 
5 — . — 
< bo Toe . — 2 + 2 — 7 r 
ran . , —— r * 
1 9 _ IE — I __ 2 
r err nd OED : 2 Zoe bc NCI 5 K re 8 2 
* « * * * = 
4 4 — — * a — * — 
. — — — — 4 4 — ny > - GS | — _- 


Tyr 


where this Paradiſe was: 


1 db IL: 

- Epiſcopius defends himſelf and His brechen 
bterving, that the judgments” of the 
greateſt divines had formerly, and ſtill did 


vary, concerning the ſtate of departed ſouls; 


that the fathers ſeemed to be pretty well 
agreed, that no ſouls were admitted into] 


radiſe, till our Saviour by his death, Opel 
the door and went in, with the 


penitent thief 
in his company : that though all the fathers, 


down to the end of the fourth century, 
judged that the ſouls of the faithful were re- 
e ceived into Paradiſe after our Lord had opened 


it, yet they were far from agreeing what or 
Some underſtood 
that it meant heaven, others Hades, not the 
place of torment, but a common receptacle 


where the ſouls of the good and bad were 


reſerved till the laſt judgment, for which' he 
cites La#antins lib. vii. cap. 21 —— The 
Greek fathers, he ſays, were unanimous in 


their opinion that the ſouls of the ſaints did 


not enjoy the viſion of God, nor were ad- 
mitted into the fruition of glory, till the re- 
ſurrection; and that Calvin himſelf ſeems to 


have favoured this notion, both in his PH. 
. and in his inftitutions *, and 


"RK laſh 


= Ludevieus eder publicked a 8 intieuled, De homia 


num poſt mortem fatu uſq; ad ultimum judicii diem, wherein 
he attempts to prove, 


againſt the receiyed opinion, “ that 


<< the ſeparate foul doth not go immediately to heaven or 


„ hell upon the death of the body, but remains in a ſtate of 
2 expectation, which is a tate of Ay or miſery, ac- 
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«- faſtly itiat the Wende themſelves bd 
edge as much concerning the reception of 


66 —— ints heaven immediately after their de- 


arture from the body, as is expreſſed in the 
4 of their catechiſin, &c. (a). 


The Catvinifts, I believe, muſt have been 


grievouſſy provoked and mortified by this reply 
A Epiſcopracy the truth of which they could 
not deny. To ſhew that they went againſt the 
ſtream off the moſt orthodox fathers. in their 
catechiſta, us had enough But chat was a ſmall 
matter in compariſon- Sf. his putting it out of 
their power to fix Sacinianſim 
ſtrants, i without ſtigmatizing their: OY 
maſter with the yg. brand-mark. 

| The-reater- will not expect that 1 who pro- 
| feſs to donſult his aſe as well as my own, 
ſhould take notice of 4 thouſandth part of the 
various ſcribblings on the imm 
ſoul, with whi every fubdivifton of the pe- 
rod we have gone rough, was! peſtered, by 


papiſts, aud proteſtants, by: men of all ſects and 


2 : 
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40 e 5 * Tout. is conſciqus — the oe avert of ſy 
« by-lpant, Jife, during its union with Ped 
collection of his pieces in Jollo printed at Am een 689. 
In this tract Capellus cites theſe paſſages of es e 


by Z3i/eopins,; as agreeing with his opinion, but is obliged to 


f add fuch comments and explanations to Calvin's 1 ang AS 
plainly, ſhew'the ſentiments of that Reformer to have bee | n þy | 

no means clear and preciſe upon the ſubject. Calvin indeed 

was far Ee et of he queſtion and one my diſ- 


cover in Fa cal ond a king of perplexity which was 
plainly ee ed b 4 — fear of giving advantages to his ad- 
verſaties fifferent denominations: Lo” Th 33 
(n) Agel pro Conſel. Reonſt. lk 
„ hereſies, : 


* 


oli the Remon- 


{of the 
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bereſies and even by Jews and Makodiietidy 
It is but good manners, to ſuppoſe that they.who 
preſided in chriſtian churches, and to whom the 
formation of public ſyſtems of doctrine was 
left, would ſelect the guinteſſence- of all tie 
learning that had ever been employed in eluci- 
dating any particular ſubject. Tis our misfortune 
that they ſeem to have ſucceeded worſe on the 
queſtion before us than upon any other. I mean 
this of our proteſtant , anceſtors. | For to what 
do all their determinations amount, but to a 
confuſed jumble of inconſiſtent notions concern- 
ing an intermediate ſtate, which vrhile one ſeit 
are labouring to prop by ſecripture hints and 
innuendos, in conſequence of the old ſyſtem of 
natural immortality, another are endeavouting 
to pull down in order to keep out purgatom, 
by proving that the ſcriptures _ of n 
only, heaven and hell, x 

It may probably be neither Ane Nor 
- unedifyin g to ſubjoyn the account that Gapelis 


gives of the original of this diſtreſss. 


Some, ſays he, perhaps may wonder, how 
„it has happened, if our opinion is the mote 


'«« probable, that both. Proteſtant | and Popiſh 


© Divines have agreed in that opinion which 


wie oppoſe (viz. that the ſouls of good men go 


—_ iheedincly to heaven) J anſwer,” that both 


the one and the other have de eparted from 
the primitive opinion of the ancient fathers 
of the Chriſtian Church, and eſp pouſed this 
other, but with very different an bx Loalttty 
views. The Papiſts,. in order to 3 their 

buy erroneous 


'S 
* 


Jus 


« erroneous pate CA ebend the ſaints, 
thought it convenient, that the ſaints ſhould 
« be ſtationed,” before the reſurrection, in the 
« third heaven, where the bleſſed enjoy the 
« beatific viſion of God, and where, in their 
« fiitions : mirrour Noh the Divine Efſence, — 


Fer 


40 God, thy might fe — to be! properer «objects 
cc of our prayers, vows and religious worſhip. 
« It was therefore the ſpirit of ſuperſtition and 
« idolatry, which drove the Papiſts into this 
ce opinion. But the Proteſtants, having another 
« popiſh error to oppoſe, namely Purgatory, 


« and the proper ſatisfaCtion for fin there to be 


« made, which would have authorized the 
« Pope's indulgences ; were afraid that, if 
« they ſhould grant that there was a' third. 
e place appointed for the ſouls of the pious and 

« holy after this mortal life, they might like- 


« wiſe be obliged to admit this fictitious Purga- 


e tory. And therefore thought it ſafer abſo- 
te lutely to deny any middle ſtate, than to ex- 
te poſe themſelves to the tricks and ſubtilties 
« of the Papiſts i in ſupporting their Purgatory, 
« by granting ſuch third or middle ſtate *.” 
What Capellus propoſed by this diſſertation was 
to help his an the Proteſtants, out of this 
difficulty, which he thought might be done by 
I „that a purgatory would not Tolle 


"26; From the tract abovementioned, at the call... . 
F 2 A 


4 
from the conceſſion of a middle ſtate n 
ce the primitive fathers had repreſented it, In 
this he ſuccedes well enough, But he had done 
much better ſervice ts the Proteſtant cauſe, and 

ined more honour to himſelf, had he ſhewn,. 

as he might have done by the help of thoſe very 
texts he employs, that there were no grounds ſoy 
the notion of an intermediate conſciouſneſs. of. 
ſeparate ſouls, either of the righteous or the 
wicked, between death and the reſurrection. 
But by incumbring himſelf with this intermedis 
ate conſciouſneſs without determining where or 
| how the' ſeparate ſoul ſubſiſts, he has left the 
diſpute juſt where he found it; and to confek 
the truth, has made ſtrange work with ſome of 
thoſe texts, which, in their plain, obvious mean» 
ing , neither favoured him nor his adyerſaries,- 
For example. Speaking to that text of St. 
Paul 1 Cor. xv. 18. where the apoſtle ſays; If 
Chrift is not riſen, then they noho are fallen aſleep, 
in Chriſt are periſhed, he comments upon it thus, 
Pereunt, non quidem quoad I efſe, ſed quoad Þ he 
ne efſe ; boc , quantum ad felicitatem | poſitam 
in ltd beatee reſurrectionis future exſpettatione, 
as he deſcribes this felicity above] qu fic prorſiu 
evertitur, ſublatd reſurrectione. What idea Can 
any one form of theſe 'balf-periſhed ſouls.?. But 
what will not an eagerneſs to ſerve an pine 
en a man to LAG F507 e 3444 $5 
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But as the Papitts o were ROLF to * ek 
" and, ſor the moſt part 1 nad in the ar 


— 


Phe nix, vol. 2. 


1 


ol a point upon 1 ſo much of it depended;. 
they had à great advantage againſt the Proteſ-. - 


tants who were divided, not only anon this, but, : 


upon other ſubjects. , 


Among others who attacked them, upon che 
ſcore of their diviſions, was a capuchin friar, 
called Valerian Magni who, in the year 1628 
publiſhed a book at. Prague, intituled, De Aca- 
tholicorum regula credendi (p). 

This book was anſiy ered by oachim Haden, 
2 Socinian divine, in a tract intituled; Brevis 


Dijquilitto „ an et guomado vulgo dicti exangel; ci 


font iſicios, ac nominatim Valeriani Magni de Aca- 
tholicorum credendi reguld Judi, cium n ſolide atque 
evidenter refutare queant (g). 

The ſcope of Stegman's ck to ſhew, that | 
the Proteſtants, by adhering to the peculiar. 
ſyſtem of Luther, Brentius, Calvin, Beza, &ci 
&c. had, in many inſtances, offered weak and 
improper arguments againſt Popery, which had 
laid them under needleſs. difficulties, His ad- 
vice is therefore to diſcard all human authority, 
and ſtick to the ſcripture. only, as explained and 
underſtood by right reaſon, without having any 


regard to tradition, or the authority of Fathers „ 


Councils, Kc. 
Mr. Bayle ſays this Back did more butt. than 
d, not becauſe. it was zot well written, but 
ecauſe it tended to peng the reputation of 


(t) Bayle's Dict. vol. "oth, p. 741. Edit 1738: and Daß 
maizeaux Life of Hales, p. 4, 5. 
4) There is an Fe tranſlation of this book i in the i 


N 
als firſt Reformers, broke in po their Wi 
ſyſtems, and what was worſe than all the reſt, 
was manifeſtly the work of ſomebody tainted 
with the hereſies of Socinus and Arminius (r). 

© In the eighth chapter of this tract the author 
ved: that Luther and Calvin teach ſuch 
« things, as are injuriouſly defended, not only 
« againſt the Papiſts, but alſo againſt the very 
e lite of the Chriſtian religion, true piety. Of 

« the former ſort is that opinion wherein t 

hold that the dead live. For they ſuppoſe that 
«© the ſouls of men, in that very moment where- 
i they are parted from their bodies by death, | 


A 


Fer bn of the opinions os the orthodox congem 
ing this book, take the following account of it in a letter 
from Dr. Samuel Ward to Archbiſhop Uſer. «There is a 
little book, intituled Brevis Diſquiſitia, which, I ſuppole, 
<6. your Lordſhip hath ſeen. It containeth in it ſundry, 
8 both Saciniun and Pelagian points; as alſo. that the body 
„ which ſhall be raiſed in the reſurrection, is not idem nu- 
gero; Alſo ſouls do not live till the reſurrection, beſides 
<« ſundry other points. It is printed Eleutheropoli. It is. 
< ſaid it cometh out of Eatoz-College and that Aleſis [ John 
cc Hales] ſhould be the author, who was. at Dort with us. 
I am forry ſuch a book ſhould come thence.” Parr. 
Life of Uher, p. 473.---Such is the illiberal voice of esta 
hliſned ſyſtem. | UT more ſeaſonable or wholeſome” ad»! 
vice be cen to Proteſtants ? Mas not this the very me 
afterwards adopted by our incomparable Chillingworth 2. Di 
not the Papiſts feel the effects of it from his ab —_— with 
the utmoſt regret. © It is a new ſhift, ſays the abſurd Ca. 
* which, how far other Proteſtants out of England will ap- 
< prove, I know not.“ Whether they approved it or not 
is very immaterial. Whatever may become of their me- 
thods, Chillingwarth's method will remain an impregnable 
bulwark, not only againſt that wicked and ſordid ſuperſti- 
tion, but againlt all attempts to overthrow Chriſtian Tae”. 
from an ye other quarter ; as "ING as his book fall laſt, 


are 


1 


t are carried either to 2 a do there feel ©; 
e heavenly joy, and pofleſs all kinds of ha 

*« neſs ck God hath promiſed to his 2 
or to hell, and are there tormented and ex- 
« cruciated with unquenchable fire. And thts 
« they attribute to the mere ſouls ſeparated from 
« the bodies, even before the reſurrection of the 
men themſelves, that is to ſay, while they are 
« yet dead. Now this is the foundation, not 
only of: Purgatory, but alſo of that horrible 
40 idolatry practiſed among the Papiſts, while 


0 they invocate the ſaints that are dead (s).” 


Stegman, whatever inferences he might draw 
from Calvin's principles, certainly miſrepreſents 


Lutber, as will be ſeen in the Appendix. He is 


bowever quite right in ſaying that if the ſyſtem 
above recited is admitted, yeu cannot eaſily oyer- 
throw the invocation of Saints. 
Cardinal du] Perron, for example, argues 
thus. It is certain that the devils themſelves 
« know!all: things that paſs in our imagination, 


as all theſe things: are | thoughts. For the 


«* maxim of St. Auſtin, is indubitable, porte 
intelligentem ſpeculari pi rt ( J: which 


being ſo, there is no room to doubt, but that 
angels and happy ſpirits, clearly underſtand 
18 and kniwve . _— even the mental un, 


(s) Phone val. i. p. 3 Wer having the original lee, 


1 am obliged to make uſe 0 the bad tranſlation in this col- 


lection. The Diſpuiſitio is here aſcribed: to Zales of Eton - 
concerning which miſtake, See Deſmaizeaux, Hiſt. & Crit. 
Account of his Life, p. 4. &c. 

(t) Auſtin had the maxim from Arifetle; Vid: Pomponat. 


Chap. lit. Nona del Palaruala e 
„ 01 : 


60 of thoſe who call? — thein. f ie de 
©© mons hear the prayers of thoſe who call them 
„ up, how is it that the ſaints are believed to 

Noe deaf to the praye rayers of thoſe, WhO invoke 

chem Cu... PD 

Againſt chis ae See de in vain th 

argue, as the Proteſtants did in their confeſ. 
ſions, and elſewhere, that if the Saints heatd 
the prayers of their votaries, they muſt be 
« omnipotent.” There was not à Proteſtant 2. 
mong them, that, in thoſe days, would ventute 
to deny the indubitable maxim of St. Ain, 
and having once placed the faints in heaven, 
nothing would diſparage them ſo much as ſup- 
Polo they had not as 90 ſpricuat daran 
as the Devils. bs ESTA SGD TIT 
But what do we talk. of theſe days. A Air 
of our own times, of no ſmall reputation, has 
not only granted the premiſſes, but left as much 
room for the conſequences, as the Papiſts them- 
ſelves could deſire. He ſays, that ſepatate 
* ſpirits become conſcious of one another's 
thou hts and volitions by ſome unknown 
e way that God has appointed, and that 
0 doubtleſs; there is a way, which God, the 
-<. creator ſpirit, has ordained, whereby created 
FS; ſpirits, which are ſocial beings, ſtrall main- 
< tain. ſociety and friendly communion with 
other created. ſpirits, when they are. ine 
N er ye, ſeparate from. their Materia 
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e on 

nt gines. ade And then if to this wWe add 
another of his poſitions, « that the ſoul acts 
« ſeparately from the body, even whilſt the 
cc body i is alive,” it may as certainly have com- 
munication with its kindred diſembodied ſpi- 
rits, and in the fame unknown way, as thoſe. 
diſembodied ſpirits have communication and ſo- 
ciety one with another ; and this being admit- 
ted, what is there to hinder Cardinal Perron 8. 
concluſion from taking immediate effect? Or 
what occaſion to aſcribe omnipotence and om 
niſcience to this ſpiritual ſociety, ſeeing the 
creator ſpirit confers upon them knowledge and 
capacity enough, in Dr. Watts's way, to qua- 
lify them for interceſſors, and to keep open the 
communication, by a chain of intelligence from 2 
embodied ſpirits to diſembodied, from ne. to 

angels, &. | FR. 


\ F. 2 # 
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principle that the ſoul does not always think. 
And as the French philoſopher comes next 
under our notice in order of time, we ſhall 
now take a n view of his ae and 
ſucceſs. 1 ers 
Des Cartes's aim was to , confute the dodrine 
of ſubſtantial forms, which imported, that 
* natural bodies are made up of two ſubſtan- 


”, 10 2 s Philefophical Eſſays, 8vo, 1 733. P. 7 76. 


Dr. Watts's theory is that of Des Comes 1640. 
which he adopts in order to confute Mr. Locke's = 


Tt 42 1 * | 
e ces, matter, and form. That the form of. 

all natural bodies, man only excepted, is 3 

corruptible being, which never — 35 to be 

deſtroyed when the compound periſnes, that 

© is Whenever a ſtone, or a tree, or a do 

« are converted into e bodies of another 
ſpecies. (&). 

To ſhew 1 man came to be excepted , out 
of this general law of nature, was the bulineſs 
of the ſchoolmen, who however did not givo 
univerſal ſatisfaction to ſome philoſophers prior 
to Des Cartes. It was ae that they who 
followed this ſyſtem, could give no „ of 
the immortality of the ſoul; for in order to 
that, they ſhould make it appear that the ſoul i 
immaterial ; which the very notion of its being 
the ſubſtantial or eſſential form of a material 
body, would not admit of. 

The ſcholaſtic h ypotheſis indeed, was : this ef. 
fectually overthrown, but the church could not 
ſpare the doctrine of the Immortality of the ſoul, 
or its conſcious exiſtence in a ſeparate ſtate, and 
they who had ſenſe enough to demoliſh the 1 
potheſis of Ariſgotle and Aquinas, never attempt- 
ed to find out another that would anſwer the 
ſame purpoſe. | 

This honour was reſerved Pi Ber u 
whoſe meditations appeared in the year 1640. 
The ſum of his ſyſtem is, © that all thinkin 
*© ſubſtances are diſtin from matter, from 


«© whence it neceſſarily follows, that the foul 


. Bayle POMPONATIUS. Cr.) . 85 FF 
_ 


D 


fam; 


& of man is a ſpirit, or a btple jödlrinble be- 
« ing, and conſequently immortal. Hence it 
followed. that a ſubſtantial form, being co-ex 
tended with the body to which it belonged, 
and confequiefly diviſi ble, reverſe bogs e 
of thinking. 
This doctrine of Des Cart es was immedi- 
ately controverted by the great Gaſſendi,. who 
maintained, that though it ſhould be grant- 
ed, that mind and body may be conceived a- 
part, it would not follow that they are two 
1 diſtinct ſubſtances, and he ſays, Des Cartes 
« neither has proved, nor can prove from rea- 
« ſon, (for he grants the fact in compliment to 
the church) that thought and extenſion may 
« not go together, conſtituting one being or com- 
pofftum, and that all Des Cartes's pretended de- 
© monſtrations, are mere affirmations, and pe- | 
« titiones principii. He derides the notion of : 
« an unextended ſubſtance, receiving extended | 
« jmages, and being itſelf ſpread through, com- 
© mixed, or united with the body, acting on, 
* and feeling from each part, and being either 
** rotum in toto or totum in qualivet * &c. 
cc, « 
I was to little purpoſe that 222 adi paid this | 
*% f to the church, namely, to grant 
40. the exiſtence of the ſoul in a ſeparate ſtate, if, 
"2 as Mr. Arnauld affirmed, the reading of Gaſe 
n 4's book led ſome perſons at Naples into the 
ſou] error of Epicurus, concerning the TOR: of 


(3) Gaſſend. opuſc. philoſoph. Tom. ifi. 
528 2 a 
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the ſoul. 


that Gaſſendi's reaſoning had this. i e ten- 


men belonged, thought very differently from 
Mr. Arnauld. The inquiſitors of Rome put 
Des Cartes's book into their Indem expurgate- 
rius, but did not at all concern themſelves with 
that of Gaſſendi; which provoked Arnauld to 
exclaim, Is not this to permit men to ſwal. 
low poiſon, and prohibit them from taking ihe 


; i the book of Des Cartes. 
have a tendency to ſet aſide the moſt ſolemn 


.« ſubſtance can ſuffer nothing in our purgatory. 


© lofophical ſyſtem moſt favours the pec 


- © which oppoſes it. 1 not Mr. Arnauld 


I 44 J 
And as Arnauld himſelf was. 226 
ous Carteſian, no doubt but he was perſuaded 


dency. 
The chureh howeyer to which that * 


* antidote ?..(&)....., - 

No, would the Inquiſitors have replied, you 
quite miſtake the matter. The poiſon is ia 

His demonſtrations 


« (deciſions of the church (a). An immaterial 


«We defire to ſtick to ſub/tantial forms. And 
ce we give you fair warning, that whatever phi- 

culiar 
« doctrines of the church, will always have 
ce the greateſt merit, with us, whatever reaſon, 
truth, or good ſenſe there may be in that 


{=) Bayle. PONPONATIUS, rem. ” . N 
(a) Des Cartes's principles were demonſtrated to be con- 
Ms to the doctrine of the church of Rome in the article of 


Tranſubſtantiation, in a book publiſhed' at Paris, 1680. 


.See Mr. Bayle's Letters. Let. xxxi. Edit. Amſterdam 172% 
See alſo Journal des Seauans for February, I 666. Page Y i 
37 140 1679. | 


aware 


te 


edge of it? 


Mr. Arnaud 3 that if Gaſſends. * 


others would not have oppoſed Des Carter's 
ſyſtem, but have left it to it's natural operation, 


it might have been of infinite ſervice in con- 
vincing the moſt incredulous, that nothing can 
be more contrary to reaſon than to aſſert that 


the ſoul periſhes with the body. This, Ar- 


c nauld ſays, Des Cartes made appear by lay- 


« ing down from clear principles, and ſuch as 
« are only grounded on natural notions, which 
emen of ſenſe cannot but acknowledge, 


« ſtances wholly diſtinct; fo that it is impoſſible 


that extenſion ſhould. be the mode of a think- 


ing ſubſtance, and thought the mode of an 


© extended. one. This being well proved, (as 
„ it is in Des Cartes's meditations) no libertine, 


if he has any juſtneſs of thought can remain 


convinced that the ſoul dies with the body. 
This paſſage of Mr. Arnauld, ſays Bayle, ſhews 
„what adyantage may accrue to religion from 
< the hypotheſis oppoſed by Pomponatius (b). It 


«© may her mode we of againſt ſome libertines, 


(b) The Were epyoſed by Pee; and the by: 
potheſis of Des Cartes, went upon very different principles, 
as Mr. Bayle very well knew. They were however fo far 
the ſame, as that both pretended' to demonſtrate the ſepa- 


axrare of this? Or did he difſemble bis know- | 


that the ſoul and the body, that is, what 
« thinks, and what is extended, are two ſub- 


— 


rate exiſtence of the ſoul upon metaphyſical principles; and 


that is what Mr. Bayle means. An hypotheſis which does 


not want the aid of revelation, 1 


_* who 


„ ir 46 1 | 
« who will ſee before they believe, and wh : 
< deſpiſe the obſcure arguments alledged by dj. 
< vines. Nothing can more effectually rechim 
<-theſe men, than to convince them of the im. 
mortality of the ſoul. It is an inlet to the rigit 
c way, and this firſt ſtep _ be attended 
with happy conſequences.” - | 
I beg theſe gentlemen's pardon ; hay: are wk 
_ miſtaken. The ſuppoſition is ill 3 and 
is confuted by the matter of fact every day. 
The more any man is convinced of the immof- 
tality of the foul from the principles of Ariſtotle 
or Des Cartes, the leſs will he concern himſelf 
about the truth or falſehood of the goſpel- acooumt 
of futurity. The cbnſcious exiſtence of the 
foul after its departure from the body, and its 
capability of happineſs and miſery in a ſtate of 
ſeparation, is an obvious and known prejudice 
againſt the doctrine of a reſurrection of the dead. 
For to what end a reſurrection, if rewards N 
puniſhments may be diſpenſed without it? 
Arnauld, who was a warm diſputant, mi 7 
not be aware of this conſequence. But Mr. 
Bayle, if he was in earneſt, is abſolutely seed. 
fable in making ſuch a reflection; inaſmuch ab 
by admitting elſewhere, that, with reſpect to 
the proof of a future ſtate, the dernier reſort 
<« is to revelation, when the proof from reaſon 
and philoſophy fails,” he muſt admit that the 
one ſort of proof is totally diſtinct from and in; 
compatible with the other. If the principles of 
reaſon and philoſophy procede to demonſtration; 


how can it be conceived theſe pribciples m—_ 


N FSF SS 


[+ 47, 1 
be an inlet to a ſort of progf which throws. rea - 
ſon and philoſophy quite out of the queſtion? 


Are there any principles of reaſon and philoſo- : 


phy by which it may be demonſtrated 105 the 
dead ſhall be raiſed? He fuppoſes a certain ſort 
of men would not believe the immortality of the 
ſoul, except it could be made plain to them by 
the principles of reaſon and philoſophy. "Why 9s 
ſo? © Becauſe, lays he, the arguments of di- 
vines are obſcure.” Do then the proofs from 
philoſophy, make theſe arguments clear and per- 
ſpicuo is? By no means. Theſe arguments are 
of the ſame weight and force, whether Ariſtotle, 
Aquinas and. Des Cartes are right or wrong. 
The arguments of divines, i. e. arguments 


founded on ſcripture for the immortality of man, 


are ſo far from. borrowing any aid from reaſon 
and philoſophy, that they refer to the power and 
will of God, exemplified in a matter of fact, 
the reſurrection of Jeſus, which reaſon and phi- 
loſophy can neither explain nor account for. If 
the promiſts of God may be depended upon, 
and 7 he is able to Nye” them, men may, 
and certainly will be raiſed from the dead at the. 


appointed time, whether the ſoul has or has not 


enjoyed its conſciouſneſs from the period of death, 
to that of the refarre&ion. - But on the other 


hand, if it may be derhonftrated by philoſophical | 


principles, that there is one part of man, which: 
never dies, and which may be delighted or af- 


flicted, rewarded or puniſhed, by the means of 


its own peculiar feelings or ſenſations, in a ſtate 


of be: 1-9 from the other part, it is hardly 
| _ credible 


He -. 
che that God ſhould reſtore that ache pit 
to life, to accompliſh a purpoſe Ow 1 5 de | 
brought about. without it. | A 
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| 1544 While theſe debates were going on a a TE 7 
ev tween Des Cartes and Gaſſendi, and their reſ⸗ o 
pective partizans, little notice ſeems to have 2 
been taken of them in our own country, which 
may be well enough accounted for by the confu- 
ion of the times, All, or the moſt part of the- 
ological controverſy turned, in thoſe day%, 6 on 
church power. | 

However in theſe times, one particular writer 
who diſtinguiſhed himſelf by the initials R. O. 
took occation in the year 1644, to publiſn a 
tract intituled, Man's mortalitie, or a treatiſe 
wherein it ts proud both.theologically and pPbilg 22 
phi cally, that whole man (as à rational creature 
is a compound wholly mortal contrary to that com- 
mon diſtinctian of ſoul and body: And that the pre- 
ent going of the ſoul into heaven or bell is a mere 

fckion: And that at the reſurrection is the begin- 
ning of our immortality, and then actual condem- 
nation and ſalvation, and not before (c). 

Ihe ſcriptural arguments made uſe of by this 
author, conſiſt in explanations of, and inferences 
from the texts that are commonly alledged a- 
* an intermediate ſtate, and Glutions 5 ob- | 
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jections taken from ſuch as ſound another way; 


wherein, the writer, though in an uncouth 


manner, ſhews himſelf a maſter of his ſubject. 

His philoſophy is ' wholly. of the ſcholaſtic 
kind, according to the ſyſtems of thoſe times, 
and the point he chiefly inſiſts upon, is the pro- 
pagation of ſouls by generation or Pecgree n, in 
op fition to the dock ie of immediate creation or 
infu ufion, at the time of Fs 9 He reckons 


> ©. 


of the ul; alter ich he ads the e 
ſenſible remark. 

« Divers other conceptions: and fancies there 
« be to uphold this ridiculous inyention of the 
« ſoul, traducted from the heathens (who by 
the book of nature underſtood an immortality 
after death) but through their ignorance. how 
* or which way, this invention, reported to be 
* Plato's, was occaſioned, and begat a general 
te belief. And ſo they, and after them the 
e chriſtians, have thus ſtrained their wits. to 
* ſuch miſerable ſhifts, to define what it is, but 
neither conclude with any certainty, nor give 
* ſatisfaction therein d). 

He pitches upon the ſyſtem of Ariflatle for 
examination, as the moſt intelligible and at the 
ſame time moſt in vogue in thoſe days; and, 
upon the whöle, finds no leſs than ſxty- nine ab- 
ſurdities in the hypotheſis of his opponents, 

This writer immediately met with an anſwerer, 


on 
La, 


Lg 
La) 


$24] 


f 


who, in the e of his RE 2 him, 


(4) Pa n 5 0 


| 


— 


— 


UoͤCNUöiX, 5 . 
ea worthleſs pamphleteer, a ſorry animal, who 
te had ſtep d into the croud of ſcriblers, in de- 
* fence of an old rotten hereſy, condemned 
t© and ſuffocated by confent of the wiſe almoſt 
at the hour of the birth; but is withal, ver 
tender of entring into particulars ; touching R. 
O's ſcripture proofs with great delicacy; and 
building his fortreſs with the untempered mottar 
of human authority, from a whole cartlogd of 
philoſophers and divines, poets and ſchoolmen, 


— 


pagan, rabbinical, N aca mahometan and 
1 


what not, who in reality were juſt as much in 


agreement with each other, as he was with R. 0, 
as appears by his citing Scaliger and Des Cartes 
along with Aureolus, a diſciple of the angelie 
doctor, as ſupporting the ſame ſyſtem concerning 


I bring theſe particulars, not with a view af 
of deciding upon the merits of the controverh, 
but merely to ſhew what was doing in out own 
country during this interval. I procede ta ſomt- 
thing more worth our notige. 


XIV. 


7663. ,, NICHOLAS PERROT ſſeur d' Ablancour, 
died in the year 1664. A little before his death 
be ſent a diſcourſe to Mr. Patru in defence of 
his opinion, © that religion, not reaſon, teaches 

, us the immortality of the ſoul.” _ He' ſpeaks 

of the blindneſs of philoſophers, and particularly 

of Ariſtotle, and probably (for I have not his 
book at hand) combats his anguments much 2 
Pomponatius does. It is not to be e 
Wm. | he 


x 
: » 


be was ignorant in what way the peripareric 


. 


ph nen had been refuted by Des Cartes; 


there are however no references to that ſyſtem, 
in the extracts given us from Perrof's book in 
Bayle. But he muſt be underſtood to paſs ſen- 
tence upon that among the reſt; for he ſays, 
« Take a view of ALL 

« phy, confider what they do and teach there. 
6 You will find preſumption in ſome, obſtinacy 
“ jn others, and. ignorance, error and weakneſs 


jn them all.” He ſays farther, that provi: b 
< ded he believes that God, by his infinite pow- @ 
cer can do things that are impoſſible to nature, 


he may be allowed to ſay, that, ſpeaking "Mo 
the 


< a natural philoſopher, the reſurrection 
< dead is impoſſible (e). N 


Would you expect after this to find that this 
very man has admitted, that arguments out of 


theſe philoſophical ſchools, which abound with 
preſumption, obſtinacy, ignorance, error, and 


_ weakneſs, are good to confirm a ſoul inlightened 
with grace, in the belief of the immortality of 


the foul? What! when upon the principles of 
that very philoſophy, the reſurrection of the 
dead (a doctrine of grace) is abſolutely impoſſible? 


Upon the princigles of this philoſophy, the ſoul | 


is capable of exiſting in a ſeparate ſtate, conſcious, 


active, and percipient of good and evil, pleaſure 
and pain, happineſs and miſery ; by which hy- 
 pothefis, all the moral purpoſes of a future a&= _ 


(e) Bayle. Art. PERROT. 
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the ſchools of philoſo- 
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| count are completely anſwered, and a refurres: 
tion of the dead rendered thereby, uſeleſs, x 


ſtudying the peripatetic or, 1 
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well as impoffible. | 
How is it poſſible that one of theſe doing 


| ſhould be ſubſervient to the confirmation of the 


other? What connection can a revelation which 
inſures a reſurrection of the dead, have with 2 
philoſophy which demonſtrates ſuch refurrection 
to be impoſſible ? 

I cannot help remarking upon this occaſion, 
the two different ſuppoſitions of Meſſieurs Ar- 
nauld, and D' Ablancourt. The former thinks 
the philoſophical demonſtration of the natural 


Immortality may be of uſe to bring unbelievers 


to the knowledge and belief of a future ſtate, as 
revealed in the ſcriptures ; inaſmuch as they are 


a ſort of men who will admit nothing but what 


may be known by the light of reaſon, a and 1 who 


are unwilling to begin with faith (F). 
Theſe men then we will TOS, begin with 
you pleaſe, the 


Carteſian philoſophy. Here they find, accord- 


ing to D' Ablancourt, that upon thefe principles, 
the reſurrection of the dead 1s impoſſible. And 


the honour of God in the moral government of 
the world, being ſufficiently ſecured, by the hy- 


pw of a natural immortality, they will beas 


ittle diſpoſed to end with the point of faith, as to 


begin with it. 


The fieur D'Ablancourt on the other Wa 
thinks it neceſſary to begin with the revealed 


1 Bayle. PONMPONATIUS. u. s. £, : F 


11 


docttine of a future ftate 5 and; after tlie mind is 


ſufficiently inlightened by the doctrines of grace, 
to confirm the faithful with the additional teſti- 


mony of | philoſophical coneluſſons, i. ei-the con- 


Aube 5 a philoſophy Full of preſumption, :ob= 
ſtinacy, error and ignorance, and which teach- 


eth that the doctrine of grace 12 by confirmed by | 


it, is an utter im offibility. 7 


There is however in all this « one Bacban due | 
entirely overlooked both by D Ablancouri's piety; 
and Bayle's ſcepticiſm, They put the credibi- 


lity of man's immortality, as revealed in the 
ſcriptures, to the account of faith, without any 


reſpect to the reaſonableneſs of it, in conſequence 


of certain facts, which in the ſame ſcriptures 
connect it with the hiſtory of man from the firſt 
origin of the ſpecies., They conſider not, or con- 
ceal, that the doctrine of the goſpel, refers us 


back to the fall of man, when his title to im- 
mortality was forfeited, and that this forfeiture 
is inconſiſtent with any natural inberent principle 
of life, after the ſentence of death ſhould be ex- 


ecuted. To this tranſaction the reſurrection of 
the dead has reſpect, and is therefore conſidered 
in the light of redemption, a reverſal of the for- 
feiture, and a reſtoration to the privileges of life 


and immortality. Now nothing ſo plain, as that 
a philoſophy which aſſerts a conſcious, active, 


and paſſive life to the ſoul of man, in a ſtate of 
feparation from the dead body, during the in- 
terval between the fall of Adam, and the ap- 


pearance of the redeemer, totally overturns the 


whole * 2 of Salvation as it muſt 
ä N 


4 


= 1 
ſuppoſe, that either the ſentence of « Sath,: ma; 
| nounced at the fall, was null and yoid l 
beginning; or that it was ſome way dr other re. 
verſed without the interpoſition of a redeemer. 
And the caſe will be ſtill the ſame whether you 
—_ with the philoſophical argument as Ar. 
, or end with it, as Perrot adviſes, 
xr you begin with it, and find that kind of proof 
decifive and ſatisfactory, you preclude all atten- 
tion to a ſyſtem founded on facts diamettieally 
oppoſite to theſe philoſophical demonſtrations, 
It, on the other hand, you are diſpoſed to be- 
lieve and acquieſce in theſs facts, you can expect 
nothing from theſe philoſo ohical. diſquifitions, 
but to be thrown back into a * 99 of doubt and 
' ſceptical uncertainty to which of two __ 
+. 2 8. you muſt give your aſſent. - 
1669. In che year FG Mr. 3 Biſhop) 
| Hoa Bull publiſhed his book intituled, Hormantg. A. 
WE  -ofolice, the deſign of which was to reconcile 
St. Paul and St. James on the article of Juſtib- 
cation. The ſubject engaged him of courſe in 
controverſy with ſeveral divines of different ſen- 


timents, and among others with one Mr. 7 
Truman, a learned miniſter among the Gllen. 


ters (g). 
Mr. Bull had advanced the following propoli 


tions. 
« x, The covenant of life made with ddax 
** in his ſtate of innocence, was by his tranſ- 


(s) * Nelfm's life of _— — 89 to p. 255. 
1 9 


* 


5 5 MX 5 — 
* 27 
on N a 4 
— 


ee and are fabje 
. without any opes of a refurrectioſi. 


_ Le, the cbrifian covenant] hath not Mn 


FFC 
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1 
oreffion cr the fame, nate "poli! not only 
7 5 himſelf, but for his poſter alſo; 6 FO 
« now, alf the children of Adum, a8 ſüich, 
« the children of death, that is, ate excluded 
« wholly from all 1 & A010 


19 


«2, All "hols of the poſterity of füllen Aus 


** who are altogether deſtitutè of divine Tevela- - 


« tion, and to whom the new c at pf life 


« { but that of Natare. © 1 J en DIY 
23. The law of dene, ich is the dies 


« tate. of reaſon, fo far as it is confidered in f. 
len man, as deſtitute of the ſpirit, and of di- 
* vine revelation, doth not gran the moſt 


“perfect and abſolute virtue, nor is an immor- 
< tal and heavenly life due to ee of 
98 this lw. N 


God never entered * any coveniy | of 


* 2 life with the poſterity of fallen Adam, 


but what was confirmed and eſtabliſhed in 


* our ſaviour Chriſt: and muſt. conſequently 


have been the very Goſpel itfelf ; according to 


e that of the apoſtle, The 9) of Gon is eternal 


Ile, through Jeſus Cbriſt our lord (h. 


In theſe propoſitions it is aſferted that kind 
after the fall of 2 could have no eternal 


life or immortality bu a new covenant, the 


covenant of e in cn ; that Er: 2 the law 


- 


() Nile p. 197, RE 
1 „ 


of nature nor. et 05 10 5. d a e. 5 
venant.; 3, that there could fps 
tality out the hopes of a reſurrec Ron's 


* 


1 Chriſt; conf 5 by beim term Death 
ſt firſt propolitiap Bull muſt have 1 
5 of. 5 75 who le man without any reſerve 
or ſaving of the life of the ſeparate foul; other, 
Wie, hecke either Iew or Gentile ag, any aſſurance, 


TS 5 SS 4.4 4 — 


1170 er by promiſe. or any other. means), fa 
Tupure | life in a ſeparate ſtate of exiſtence, they 
would, upon that, S or. 5 ground 
ome. hope of . ſuch. future life, to w hich the 
would as certainly refer in the, courſe oof, _ their ; 
obedience to their reſpective laws, as if it bad 
been an expreſs ſanction of them. 1 3 
And thus Truman appears to have und 
him, namely as excluding both Jew and Gentile 
from all hopes of future life under their _reſpec- 
tive laws, and neceſſarily conſigning them to the 
fate of fallen Adam, 12. of utter extinction by 
death. ; 
. Whereupon Mr. 75 ruman an on | the 
behalf of the law of Moſes, that this was 
putting an indignity upon it, and was in ef- 
< te&, a reflection upon God himſelf, the au- 
| «thor of it; alledg ing, that Mr. Bull had 7705 
ET repreſented "th Par, by making him 
that the law did not promiſe ſuch things, a 
that a man had need of faith, the evidence, I 
lings not ſeen, to believe them, but promiſed 
9 4 ny things of ſenſe, not of faith, whi 
made the Jaw of mount Sinai, a — 


5 3 1 


Ys " 


\, 


4 - 


4. 


is of oth fit only to beget in men 4 mean 
« and ſervile 1 mat, to 
| Mr. Bull it ſeems, could not ſtand a nail} | 
this reproach, and therefore. bethought bünlelf 
to ſay, that Providence took ſuffickent care 
« that the Jews ſhould not flick in the letter of 
a the mount Sinai- law, but look deen 1 
which he makes out thus. 
« God provided that -the „ of 4; 
105 come, derived down from the tion of ie 99 
« ther immediately from himſelf, or otherwiſe, 
0 might flouriſh: under the law; and be both 
" ro and confirmed by the ſermons of 
< the prophets, whom he raiſed up in the ſeve- 
ral ages, for inſtruction and conduct to his 
people. He (Mr. Bull) ſaith, the patriarchal 
6 condition. II Suppoſe he. means, of exiſting in 
My ſeparate ſtate] is clear, both by the prophe= _ 
« cy and example of Enoch; and — the ſubz 
« ſiſtence of the ſoul after the death of the body, 
was hence believed by the moſt ancient Jews; 
te who lived after the delivery of the law of 
% Moſes. And this he eſpecially gathereth and 
e confirmeth from the hiſtory of king Saul; con- 
« ſulting the Pytboneſs of Endor, and ſeeking of 
« Her, Thes he might have ſome diſcourſe with 
« Samuel that 121 then dead, which he would 
te never certainly have done, had he not believed 
* the ſoul of the deceaſed prophet to ſurvive. 
„He (the ſame Mr. Bull) argueth alſo to the 
2 * lame effect from the original of: Necromongy 5 


(i) Nahen pe 202: ” 
fe cc the 


1 36 | 
> the moſt ancient of all divinations, Sided 
on the ſeparate ſubſiſtence of the ſoul . 
Not having Biſhop Bulls book at hand, 1 
tranſcribe me from Mr. Nelſon; who calls the 
E pon poſitions,” the Pillars upom which 
ce Mr. Bull's fa per- ſtructure doth ſubſiſt. Theſe 
pillars den we ſec in the laſt citation, he 
was obliged to demoliſh and to bury his Whole 
—— in the rubbifh of them.” For- ©: 
1. By ſetting the two caſes together it appears 
chat though God entered into no covenant of 
life with the Jews, but that, as ſons of e . 
they were, notwithſtanding cheir law, 
to the neceſlity of death, yet that- they. Revs 12 to- 
vided, and by God himfelf, with a tradition 
life to come, in the de rde of the ſeparate fub- 
fiſtence of the ſoul, to which they might trult 
as ſafely as to an expreſs covenant, it being er ex- 
"pounded and. confirmed dy" Re dro off 135 
prophets. Hence, 2 5 

21. It follows that the 1800 were under 1e. 
ceſſity and no neceſſity of drath; at the fame amt 
"—_ 

3. That the unbelieving Jews! were Jr ſo 
far wrong in rejecting the goſpel as Chriſtians, 
are apt to ſuppoſe ; inaſmuch as they had, if 
not a covenant, yet a 'confirmed'and' 'eRtabliſte 
tradition, provided by God Himſelf, of a future 
life, which as it would keep their hopes alive, 
would likewiſe influence their obedience, equal - 
'Iy with a new covenant; which differed" 0 


(40 lid. p. 203. 
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it only in the circumſtances of a ee 


Aud, 
4. That the Gentiles had juſt. a8 much r rea- 


fon and encouragement to look be yond the law: | 


of nature, as the Jews had to LE beyond the 


law of Sinai: for they 200), if Mr. Bull i is right, 


had the tradition of the | ſeparate. ſubſiſtance, 


"oh it ſhould ſeem in as great perfection as the 
For Necromancy undoubtedly had its 


ne among the idolatrous. Gentiles, and if, 
as Mr. Bull imagined, it took its original from. 


the ſeparate ſubſiſtance of the ſoul, that doc- 
trine muſt-have been as. clearly expounded and 
confirmed among them, as it was among the. 


Jews. 


Beſides theſe it infrmities i in | the reaſoning part, | 


Mr. Bull ſeems to me to have made a little too 
free with ſcripture hiſtory in derivin 8 this tradi- 
lion to the Jews. 


He ſays the Jews toad; the belief 15 . 58 


ſeparate ſubſiſtance from the prophecy and ex- 
ample of Enoch. What propbecy he refers to, 


cannot ſo. much as conjecture : I am ſure. 


there is none ſuch in the bible; and, if the Jews. 


derived the belief of the ſeparate ſubſiſtence from 
the tranſlation of Enoch, they derived it from 


an example where the ſoul and body were never. 


ſcharated at all. The biſhop of Glouceſter has: 


retailed this idle notion, after biſhop Bull, in the 


Divine Legation, &c. and ſays it could nat be. 
but the Jews. m̃ight infer a. ſeparate exiſtence 


from the ftory of Enoch. As if ſeme men, in 


I 2 Certain 
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t 60 J 
certain eaſes, were under 4 neceſſity” of dtuw ing 
concluſions where they have no premiſſes dt 
Again, I ſhould be glad to know upon whe 
ſcriptural grounds Mr. Bull affirmed, that NM. 
eromancy was founded upon the doris of the 


ſieparate ſubſiſtence of the ſoul. He tells us in- 


deed, that ** Saul believed the ſoul of the pto- 
c phet Samuel ſurvived his body, otherwiſe he 
certainly would not have ſought of the P/. 
<« thoneſs of Endor to have ſome diſcourſe with 
„ Samuel who was dead.” But the hiſtory gives 
him no authority for this. The ſoul of Samuel 
is not once mentioned during the whole tran- 
faction, and in what manner the charms und 
incantations of thoſe times were under ſtond to. 
operate upon the dead, I will venture to affirm, 
no body knows © | 
But admit the Jews kad the 1 arti of If 
to come, by the way of a ſeparate exiſtence, of 
what uſe was it to them? which of them appe 
to have been induced by it to look beyond the 


letter of the mount Sinai law? The Right Re- 


verend author of the Divine Legation &. who 


allows that the your adopted t the tradition, tel 


(/) No one more likely to know this than our gelt Selden 


Vet he, giving an account of this matter, only ſays, A un- 


tuis autem et expetiabant ut, per inſomnia de rebus quas feiſeita- 
antun juxta ſepulchra perneftantes, ſierent certiares ; et Pytho- 


niſſarum ope etiam evocatas eorum Ken uti de Samuele tradi- 
tur, confulcbant. De Dis Syris. Syntag. 1. Cap. 2. And 
Alaimonides, whom he immediately quotes, ſeems to have 


been no better informed, See likewiſe Bp. Clayton 5 Chro- 
| nology of the Hebrew _— p- 248252. = ol 


us 


r 


us they made 10 inter ging ' ſpeculations i upon it, 


and that it was a doctrine which Hoared '1dly up- 


on their minds (m). And indeed we ſhould have 
reaſon to be fatisfied that this was the worſt, if 


Biſhop Bull had not told us, that the doctrine of 


the ſeparate ſubſiſtence of the foul was the pa- 
rent of Necromancy, one of the abomination 
which the Jews were moſt expreſsly forbidden 


to practice, ( and they would hardly be guilt- 
leſs in N any tradition that ſhould en-" 


courage 1 


Thus it too frequent! happens that leamed' 
he plainneſs and per- 

ſpicuity of Goſpel truth, and ardently diſpoſed, 
to do juſtice to it, being met in their road by 


men being ſtruck with t 


ſome unlucky G Hematical point, have been obli- 


ged, in ap Nen of church- cenſure, to turn 


out of their way, and either to retract and de- 


ſert their cauſe, or to compromiſe matters ſo, as 
to render the moſt valuable part of their labours 


of no effect. This it ſeems was the unhappy 


caſe of good Biſhop Bull. * So that after all, 
« fays Mr. Nein, the difference betwixt Mr. 


« Truman.and Mr. Bull, will be found very in- 


« conſiderable.” 


| : XVI. | 


Bean the years 1692 ad, 1694, Meſfieurs 1692. 
| Juris and Saurin were engaged | in much theo- 1694. 


9755 Div. in: 2 i. part ii. 5. 3 188. edit. 1758. 
(*) Deut, xviij. 11. 
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tural religion, in demonſtrating the truths of 


ES 70 he, is confuſed and indiſtinct.—Can Mr. Sau- | 


tinet idea of the immortality of the ſoul (0) 8, 8 


r Ser Tg Oe PR 
mon WE 7 

— 
— ——— 


Whyte. 


1 


Every one knows too, that Ba le omitted no op- 
portunity of * Seurin in his e 


„ 
logical altercation on various ſubjects; and among 
other things incidentally, on the proof of the | 
natural immortality of the foul, Jurieu charged 
Seurin with latitudinarian principles, in aſcrib- 
ing too much to reaſon and the principles of na- 


the Chriſtian ſcheme, which Mr. Jurieu conſi- 
dered as points of faith. With reſpect to the 
immortality of the ſoul, he ſaid, © that though, 
he himſelf believed that matter is not capable 
of any ſenſation or knowledge, yet he had, 
no diſtinct idea, no clear perception of that 
e truth; nor could he prove it to thoſe who, 
** ſhould deny it. What I perceive in it, ſays. 


7 rin and his rational collegues ſay i in conſcience, | 
'*< that they have a clear conception, and 


Saurin anſwers, © I have a clear perception, 
ee and 2 diſtin& idea of the immortality of the, 
« foul. I know that the foul is a ſpiritual and 
indiviſible ſubſtance, ' which can only be de- | 
< ftroyed by annihilation.—Muft a chriſtian 
« philoſopher be leſs orthodox than Plato? 
« Muſt he give the: preference to Epicurus, 
e when he draws up a Parallel of the ancient 
philoſophers ?” g 
Every one knows in how many inſtances Sau- 
rin was victorious in his diſputes with Jurieu. 


* 


N 


3 2 
& r POMPONACE. Th N85 
carr 


_ « that matter is not capable of any 


en een ad DIA . 7 JE 


_ capability: of oc 


tinct idea of the immortality 


9 2 63 3 
carr, with the 3 Jurieu bound to che 
wheels of it. In the ot caſe however, Mr. 
Bayle 18 candid enough: to acknowledge that Sau- 
rin's anſwer is. weak and impertinent, and there- | 
fore, he 725 e rectiſie it. 1 

« Mr. en, ain ſuppoſes at 
« in order to have nerd gr nges s ſpiritu- 
« ality of the foul, we muſt clearly apprehend 
tion or 
« knowledge. How comes it then that Mr. 


« Jaurin leaves this unanſuared ? Should he not 


© hare taid, that he has a diftinet idea, and 


te clear „ whereby: he knows that an 
extended ſubſtance eannothave any.fenfation?” 

. would this have mended the matter? 
For at-beſt, is. but a negumve idea, import- 
ing that. Mu. Sai knew nat that extended 
ſubſtance can have any ſenfation : and he would 
certainly haue been wid that his apnarazcooabthe 
or extended: ſubſtance for 
thought and ſenſation, could-never: exhibit to 
him a clear and diftinct- idea of tho ſpiritaality of 
the ſoul; Mr. Seurinwas'therefore in 
to affirm that he kid's cler nd diſ- 
of the. foul,. 
without entering into particulars. This put the 


-queſtion- ontireſy upon Mr. Sunriais powers of 
1 of hich no other perſon could be. 


No one could contradict 8 any more 

— F he had affirmed, that he con- 
ceĩved the ſun to be a large globe of i los; 351 <2 

Mr. Bayle goes on. 2. It is not ſufficient 


bs to know that the foul cannot be deſtroyed = 
2 * 
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- without this conſciouſneſs he could be ſure that 
the ſoul ahvays thinks? This however Dr. Watts 


3 
cc. by annihilation, for the ſame may be fad 0h 


< extenſion, and yet trees and beaſts are mor- 


e tal. Mr. Saurin ſhould therefore have en 

4 preſſed himſelf thus. I know: the ſoul cannot 
e fubhſt without thought ;' the diſtin? idea I have 

* of a thinking ſubſtance teaches me, that if it 


Were ak ved oY r it rid — fa; - 


ce mh. | 

But would not [OM have düse aſked 
him whether he was conſcious that bes. foul 
thought in the profoundeſt ſleep ? And whether 


himſelf, who ventures as much for his hypo 
theſis as any man, durſt not affirm; but con- 
tents himſelf with ſaying, that the foul 
„% may think in the profoundeſt fleep, and yet 
+ = remembrance. (i. e. the conſciouſneſs):of 


that thinking may, to the waking man, be 

S utterly loſt (p).” | Furieu would have laughed 
at-Saurin for pretending to have a diſtinct. — | 
of a ſubſtance whoſe exiſtence depended 17 71 
circumſtance impoſſible to be aenteined?: 


But moſt probably, Saurin, whatever he wight 
think, had another reaſon for not anſwering in 


the manner ſuggeſted by Mr. Bayle. To mw 


that the ſoul ceaſes to be as ſoon as it is 


of thought, is to place the ſuhſtance of Rr 
in the atus cogitandi, after the Cartefans,' who 
had occaſionally been preſſed by their adverſaries 
ſo far, as to b r e- to DINE” 


(3) Eſſays 30. 1733: p. 1 
ledge 


P ᷣ ͤ (.. 0 
ledge, that the aus cogitandi ſtood in need of ; | 
ſuch immediate and continual ſupport from Gp, 
as amounted to a continual creation. 
And-here the Remonftrants ſtruck in, and de- 
manded how God could be continually creating 
the aus cogitandi, without being the immedi- 
ate author of evil as well as good thoughts %? 
What would Jurieu have ſaid, had Saurin 
ol given this opening to the common enemy? *Tis 
er true Mr. Saurin, by his tergiverſation, ſubjected 
ut himſelf to a ſuſpicion, that his clear and diſtinct 
720 idea of the ſoul was nothing better than an idea 
8 formed upon an argument ab ignoto. But this 
YM was a ſmall matter in compariſon of the clamours 
dl of a confiſtory, inflamed by Jurieu's remon- 
'6t ſtrances. Mr. Saurin therefore acted v:/ely in 
of 
be 
ed 
ea 


touching the philoſophical argument as tenderly 

as poſſible; and in ſhielding himſelf in the mo- 

ral argument, drawn from the divine juſtice, un- 
2 equal diſtributions, &c. even though he could 
1 not be ignorant, that theſe principles equallyx 
I favoured the reſtitution of the whole man, after 
ht - a period of inſenſibility; and have indeed no 
in particular tendency to. illuſtrate thoſe phyſical. 
ay qualities upon which the natural immortality of 
ed the foul is ſappoſed to depend. - 
mul «* Muſt a chriſtian philoſopher, fays Mr. Sau- 
10 e rin be leſs orthodox than Plato? Was Plato's 
es philoſophy then, and the chriſtian philoſophy- 
* taught in the New Teſtament, the ſame? So it 
ſeems thought Mr. Saurin, in this point at leaſt; 


ge (s) Curcelleus Rel. Chriſt, Inftit. ib. iii, cap. 2. ſect. 9. 
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and ſo indeed have thought moſt of the curators 


of orthodoxy, from the an of LEO X. to * 


preſent moment. 


* 
Ly 


XVII. 


But about the year 1697, upon occaſi on of 
Mr. Locke's diſpute with Bp. Stilling fleet, chriſ- 


tian philbſoply began to be a little better under- 


ſtood. Mr. 1 had faid, that the immate- 
riality of the ſoul could not be demonſtrated, 


The biſhop alledged that ſuch a ſuppoſition leſſen- 
ed the credibility of the immortality of the ſoul. 


Mr. Locke replied, that, © that was to ſuppoſe 
55 that divine revelation abates of its credibility 


<© in all thoſe articles it propoſes, proportionably 


eas human reaſon fails to ſupport the teſtimony 
« of God. Your Lordſhip, continues. Mr. Locke, 
be ſays, you do not queſtion whether God can 
give immortality to a material ſubſtance: but 
you ſay, it takes off very much from the 
evidence of immortality, if it depends. wholly 
on God's giving that which of its own na- 
ture it-is not capable of. To which I reply, 
any one's not being able to demonſtrate the 
{foul to be immaterial, takes off not very much 
nor at all from the evidence of its 1 
lity, if God has revealed that it ſhall be! im- | 
mortal ; becauſe the veracity. of God, is 2 
demonſtration of the truth of what he has 
revealed: and the want of another demon- 
ſtration of a propoſition that is demonſtrably 
true, takes not off from the evidence of it. 


For where there 18. 4 clear demonſtration, 
; 5 there 


« there is as ons evidence as any truth caff 


„have that is not ſelf evident (79. 9 
The compiler of Mr. Locke's che in the: | 


| Bingraphis Britannica, who ſeems to have an 


inbred averſion to Mr. Locke's political, as well 
as theological principles, calls this a ſophi/in, 
and fays that Locke ſubſtitutes here the vera- 
« city of God, inſtead of ſcripure evidence, 
„which only amounts to high probability.” 

But the critic forgot that Mr. Locke was here 
diſputing, not with a /cepric or an infidel, but 
with a. chriſtian biſhop, who acknowledged the 
ſcripture to be a really divine revelation, and no- 
thing can be more diſgraceful to the memory of 
Dr. S. than to ſuppoſe, after all he has written 
on the ſubject, that he conſidered the ſcriptural 
evidence for chriſtianity, as amounting only to 
bigh probability. But for this malevolence the 


Biog rapher hath been chaſtiſted elſewhere (5). 


But what 1s it theſe demonſtrators would be at? 


(r) Eſſay on Hum, Underftanding, $0. he. ii. p. '2 55.1 N 
ed. 171 

05 78e a pamphlet intituled, 4 Hein ame paſſages in 
the laſt edition of The Divine Legation of Moſes demonſtra- 
ted; printed for R. Baldwin in Pater-noſter Row, 1 Fig pag. 
64, 65. The Jacobites of the laſt age a the ſcriptures, 
and many things of leſs value, as of divine authority, on the 


ſole teſtimony of the church. But Bulingbroke, their guide, 


poiliſepher, and friend, having deſerted this ſtronghold, they 
ſeem to attend him in theſe laſt days, with equal eagerneſs 
into the regions of infidelity. Whether our Brographers are 
ef this elan I preſume' not to determine. Let their works 


ſpeak for them. Or if any one wants to know their cha- 


racter, at a ſhorter cut, let him apply to the poor penitent thief, 
who publiſhed an accqunt of a caſtrated Letter of St, Theenas 


Hanmer i in * winter 17 63. Pag . 19. 
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3 7 6 1 
Will they pretend that they can demonſimits the 


immateriality of the human ſoul ? One of them 


indeed has undertaken it; and on that ſcore, has 
merited a fulſome elogium from a noted doctor 


who need not be named; but with this moſt 


unlucky drawback, chat the immateriality of 
& the ſouls of brutes may be demonſtrated by 
e the very ſame proceſs, and conſequently the 
immortality of brutes proved by the — ſame 


| medium. 


On another EY when you have demand 
ted the immateriality of the human ſoul, what 
is it to the purpoſe of proving its conſclouſsſt un- 


Teſs you can demonſtrate that the immaterial 


ſoul, as ſuch, always thinks? But this I preſume 


the moſt ſanguine Carteſian of the preſent age, 


would not anſwer for. And what moral pur- 
poſe can it anſwer, or indeed what purpoſe-at 
all, to prove the immortality of a ſoul whoſe 
conſciouſneſs, for ought that appears to the con- 
trary, may be ſuſpended for an indefinite num- 


ber of ages. a ', 


It has always appeared to me extremely ſtrange 
that Chriſtian Divines ſhould have been ſo zea- 
lous for theſe metaphyſical arguments for the 
natural immortality, which, if 1 underſtand the 


ſcriptures, are by no means conſiſtent with the. 


account thoſe ſacred records give us of Mp. im- 
mortality of man. 
The doctrine of the New Teſtament 5 is, has 


men ſhall become immortal by the way of 2 


reſurrection of the dead, a reſtoration " the 


whole man to life; and the N. T. is fo far from 


_ acknowledging any intermediate conſciouſneſs in 


man, 
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man, between death and the reſurrection, that 


it always ſpeaks of that interval as a ſſeep, which 


implies a ſuſpenſion of the thinking faculty, a 
reſt from thoſe labours, which require thought, 


memory, conſciouſneſs, &c. during which thoſe 
faculties are uſeleſs. - 

But this is not all, The ſcriptural ſyſtem of 
immortality, ſuppoſes that man had forfeited his 
original title to immortality, and would never 


have recovered it but for the interpoſition off a 


redeemer. The conſequence of this doctrine is, 
that between the time of the forfeiture, and the 
actual appearance of the Redeemer, the dead 
could have life in no ſenſe at all: and that nei- 
ther before nor after the appearance of the 


Redeemer, dead men were or would be re- 

ſtored to life, otherwiſe than in the way revealed 

by the Redeemer, namaly-: a reſurrection of the. 4 

dead. | 

| Hence to ſuppoſe the . a? FRE: men to 
be alive, conſcious and active, and capable of 

| happineſs and miſery, from the death of the 


belt man, to the ne of the very laſt, 


and to pretend to demonſtrate this by reaſon and 


philoſophy, is plainly to overturn the whole 
Chriſtian ſyſtem. | 
Pomponatins therefore was not ſo ;nſolent, as 


Mr. Le Noble would make him, when he ſaid, 
that © whoever went about to prove the hs | 


e tality of the ſoul by philoſophical arguments, 
E o_ not — the 1 name of a chriſtian ( 9. 2 


(. Bayle. Algae (8) cit. Cas 


We 


I 
We fee there are e good reaſons for this cenſure. 
It was properly and juſtly turning the tables 
2 thoſe who had dignified him with the 
name of heretic and impious. 

Whoever carefully peruſes Mr. Lonke'y Ribs 
fonablencſ of Chriſtianity, will perceive that 
the ſame concluſion may be drawn from the 
fitions of that great man, who brought upon 
himſelf the irreconcileable enmity of Infidels 
and Bigots, as much perhaps by that immortal 
work, as by his mejaplaylical diſquiſitions. The 
firſt found themſelves diſlodged by it from their 
ſtrong hold whence they had ſo long combated 
the cui bono of revelation, which however was a 
mall matter with the artificial Theologiſts, who 
found their account ſo many different ways in 
the doctrine of the ſeparate exiſtence of the 
foul. . A doctrine of which they are fo extreme- 
ly tenacious, that they fail not to impute infi- 
delity, and even impiety te every one who at- 
tempts to deprive them of it, even upon the 
authority of ſcripture. Of which the next ar- 
ucle ods: a moſt remarkable pla- 


XVIII. 5 


17. 1 * year 1702, Dr. William Combi 4 
1 kein; under the fictitious name of Eftibius 
Pfychalethes, publiſhed a book intituled, Second 
T houghts concerning buman ſoul, demonſtrating 
the notion of human foul, as believed to be a —_ 
tual, immortal ſubſtance united to human.body, 10 
he a plain beathemſh invention, and not conſonant 


20 the pri nciples of phnlofo 7095 _ „ or religion. 
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ind derogatory in general to true Chriſti anity] 
printed for R. Baſſet at the Mitre, over n 


Chancery-Lane, Fleet-ftreet (u). 


his book the Dr. dedicated to the clergy = 8 
the church of England, profeſſing at his ſetting 3 


out, © that the main ſtreſs of arguments, either 
« to confound or ſupport his opinion, m muſt be 
« drawn from thoſe only credentials of -true 


and orthodox, divinity, the lively oracles of 
God, the holy ſcriptures.” And again, in 


anſwer to the queſtion, Doth man die like a brute 


beaſt ? he ſays, © Yes, in reſpe& of their end 


« jn this life ; both their deaths conſiſt in a pri- 


e prerogative or pre-eminence, above a brute, 
«© that he will be raiſed, to life again, and be 
made partaker of eternal Herring in the 
e world to come.” 

But notwithſtanding theſe, and as many other 
proofs of a firm and ſerious attachment to the 
authority of the chriſtian ſcriptures, as it is 
in any man's power to give under his, hand, 


this ſame Dr. Coward has commonly made one 
in the liſt with, Toland. Tindal, Collins, & C. 


reputed to be the moſt rancorous and de- 


termined adverſaries of Chana: e 


* 


f (a) The . N che F are * in the 
title-page of the ſecond edition, printed for A. Baldwin near 


the Oxfard Arms Inn in Rare T. 1704. 


\ TA *S 
* * 1 * 


3 But the ground only of many abſurd and fuper- 


 titious opinions, abominable to the reformed churhes,”. 


* 


vation. of life (for which he quotes Eccliſ. iii. 
4.2008 But then, continues he, man has this 
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And compare with Fleming's Survey of the 
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is the malignant nature of indie; cally 


0 ny, that ſome worthy perſons of the reſent 
times, who think as Coward did (thoug 7 


bably for reaſons a little different from cet . he 
gives) have found themſelves obliged to diſoyn 
all acquaintance with him, and indeed have 


ſufficiently made it appear (by the wrong ge- 
counts they give of his book, retailed from in- 


formers who certainly never read it) that where. 


ever they had their principles, or their materials, 


it could not be from Dr. Coward (x). 
Theſe were the uniform ſentiments ef the 
orthodox concerning Dr. Coward, till Mr. Celeb 


Fleming took it into his head to commit him- 


ſelf with the ſoul fleepers, upon a new plan. 
This fagacious perſon, finding that Coward had 
formed an argument againft the- ſeparate exiſt · 


ence of the human ſoul, upon the notion of an 
hypoſtatic union of the divine and human na- 


ture in Chriſt, immediately proclaimed the ſail 
Corcard, an arrant Cre, evidently fond f 
myſtery, and as deep in the practice of cramming 


en the throats of ſimple mortals, »nmaſticated 
doftrines as the moſt rigid bigot of them all; 


_ _ this 1 attacks him in 
ver 


(x} * = bind Mr. Peclard's Farther 2 | 


&c. p. 3 


1 * . Second Thoughts * Ed. 20. 
4 2 Peach after fouls, 
P. 22. where Mr. Hleming's candor and capacity are remark- 
ably diſplayed, Mr. Fleming would have been intituled to 
an entire article in this collection, upon account of the fin- 


' gularity | 


A N 1 
Fut Ne OY a5 hath been obſerved, Kick, 


<4 


e ink b oppor poiſents Ld a very different | 


. come 


pv ur a OY by WY A Loud hav ek i gig : 
ither to Hepreſs tris own ſenſe, r fairly to rept 1 
ſenſe of tiroſe he . do oppoſe. For ek 
e. The f Eflayy ſays fie, attempts to 855 
« ddr Ar unent A * ted conſcibuſneſs its energy 
4 Wbich 1 ſuppoſe the foul of an is df Tuch 5 | 
nature, chu, if it Mall 11 at All in a future Nate, that 
« exiſtence naked uſt be e Keparate from and indepens 
u Dt though not ſeparate from a 
« ſpiritual even a 3 Survey, p. 177. 
ſhould ſeem then, fo far as AH meaning can be picked ont 
of this jargon, that the conſciouſneſs of the human ſoul, can- _ 


not be 8 in a future Rate, unleſs it be inyeſted With a 


feſurrection· ho ut then to what purpoſe does he im- 
mediately 223 ate, With. the urmoſt approbation, that 
22 Bn Price's ge which implies, that the ſou] uh 


or the intellectual nature in man, ftes its Confeibttih 
? $6 much for Mr. Flanirs's minfier 


independent of an body 

of rien, rye oe wn ſenſe. Det us > ain e how he den 

wi that of His Tcheme is that the foul 
+ upon tlie death 'of — indy ——_— of Waiting t ill 

L that future period, When the reſurrectlon is top: 

« poſed to — is 3 — and ifſtantanedu 

* doathed with its reſurrection- ody; and Dr. Lit having 

obſerved that the time of ech mens death is, 27 52 

Pi — e £67 dit of his Felurtection,” 


manner, 0 Now vat 2. Genc 

8 availed fin f DI. Daw's , 

e the tine of A hab's denthʒ mt be ſo near as t6 f 

that time; ther will, there cant be no fephrating miei 

* for if there bez it will not be contiguous: wo intervening 
moments dun be adenftted. Contigutty admits no t of = | 
* paration/ either in time or in pace Sur dry. p. 277. 
his might Habt for an dne blunder, if it had hooks . 


ade before the Surveyor had ſeen Dr. Law's -Apperidixy- 
mich 3 did not yo till 2 * after the ſecond 
L - ; JOY | 


* 


* 


complexion, as well : as ; Taptrior abilities, Such 
as Dr. Nichols, in his Conference. with: a Theip, 
Mr. Jobn Broughton, in a tract inte Fh 
chologia, &c. and Jobn Turner, M. A. in a 


Vi 8 the: ſeparate exiſfence of. the, 
from a late author's. ſecond Thoughts, &c, 5 2 1 


laſt was the only treatiſe to Which Coward made 
a formal reply, in a ſmall pamphlet, intitilet, 
Further Thoughts. on ſecond  Thougts,.. tc which 
Mr. Turner rejoyned. The little. more 1 
known of Dr. Coward et be kad im Wood's 


f} e ilk H 


Ath. e 5. $99. 5 de. 11721 og m 


een truth 


” $247 * 
; ind 12611 re 3 Ho 
1 ; : ; ; "he \ 5 * 
— 


e int 4 


1706. e Dr. een met 1 . 
> inclination or opportunity to defend his book 


Edition of the Confulerations, dc which Mr. N cites 
this paſſage ; and ſuch a head as his may be eaſily; conceived 
to overlook the words, in reſpect .of bioel . Bus unhqppily 
for Mr. Fleming's Hongſiy, he, in the ſame pa ** = 
very ene in which Dr. Lau D Himel 

he. poſlibility of miſtake. + For ſpeakipg to — 
brought from 2. Cor, v. 6-8. he: ſays, „ This 5 
« ſtrictiꝝ true, ſince time unperceived,: making 0 diflanc or 
cc difference, the ſeaſon of each perſon's, recempenle _ 
< cides with that of, his death; and therefore to be 

< from our natural body, is to be. cloathed with a 7 
< one.” Appendix. p. 394. It is — that an Mr. 
Fleming is for ever hauling the dodtrine of the Pringy into: 
his ſurvey, where it has no manner of. buſineſs, and he tells 
us, p. 401, £02, how cleverly he eſcaped: the elutehes of 2 
popiſh Prieſt by explaining bis creed upon that head. It had 
been much more to his purpoſe to have informed us ham be 
would haus eſcaped, with his inflantantous reſurrettion-buty, 
had the Prieſt attacked him on the -Articles of PURGA- 
TORY and eee ale Daft herds __ 
* his e 2 | 


* 
+ 


— 
oF 


= - 4 
1 4 
p { 
42 > 
1 
Inn 
7445 
| "a 
1” 85 
W 9 * 
= 
18 # 
eee | 
1.31384 
o 
1 7 
A 5 j 
1 

1 1 £ ! 

n f . 

1 n 

Aw: i; 

I 1517 
1 * 0 . 
23 1807 6 

p . 

17 

4. 1 

; iy, 

f * 

1 . 4 
1 4 n 
N (4 71 % N 

1 

4 
4 
- * 
by ]. L867 
: . 

11 

/ 1547 

EY IC 

7 | 
PF 
18. 3 
> 
(6.4 
{ALE 
' IE! 
1,” 
wH 4 
. 19 
* 
9 
4 
N — 1 
' 
1 

" © if 1 

= ? on 

8) $34, 

1 
15 1 
f LE. 
b5 "as". 1} 
17 
3 2 
11 * 
x 54S 
. 0 «4h 
"By 1 
o + BE 
. 141 
ö + 
} 5 
1 4 
; 7 \ 
\ 17 
; * 
F. 
1 
1 
4. 

4 1 
3 1 1 
+: 

4. 1 921 
+ 151 
7 1 * 
1. - 
1908 7 £1 

} 70 FI 

fi 16 p 

I 

2 ff 

41 17 

e 
„u. 
* „ 1 
45 Ms "t 

. 1 

3 f 

TE $7 

U . 
91 
1 1 | 
: kv + £4 
# . 
15 " 
"rr 
MENT > | 
_ 
* | 

7 Tz 

q 7 =; 

: 1241 

11 
179 * 
10 5 
Wk 
1 1 
1 
1 ö 
1 1 
3% 1 
N 
; 
» a1 
1 { 
: v4? 
. 


DS —_ 
8 
—— 
— — — 


— — 
r BETS fn * 


8 3 > A +; tl pI 4 7 
> © * * 2 3 WR 
——— 2 3 . 
- —— — — — — 


Ip 
— 


r rr 
. 


: . — 
5 Sx: — 2 — * 
— . _ — PRE we. - — - k o — bc * 
——_— IT 7 8 . — 2 — — - — FRED * - 5 In : * "Wi —-- : 8 Fiz . _—— - * a ſo * "OE * 4 F 
. - . 23> De — — ay pI — — —— —— — A a = » - - xz - — nn : I pf - —— - - — — ne 
———ck—— — — — — —ͤ— — — — * : "x od” EC en 2 r rare — — — 7 — . - YE 0 - 
—T—T—T—— —— IIS IIS CO TINTING . 3 L = — — — — — — R > 
A - — — 4 —— ; — r — 35 — ; — . - . - - . 5 p 
2 — N : = — 5 = — 5 - ; — — . — — 
. — A a 3 8 —— 3 * 7 — * I . — ca V- ny 4 2 I 2 i 8 
1 e rr *. SSR ee 8 gs - e * 2 . — — EI * 5 88 CRE” 22 
— — a > — -_-— — — — 4 ERA +4. cok, - —— — <4 — _ < wo. - . a * 
—— te. * — —— * —ͤ——ꝓ4e +4 — —— Sb — — — 


a . 


2 pn » - : 
, — SENT 8 


P 


© Bo GET rea ů ů ů 
FE STE 


1 75 1. „ 

zg nl all dete formidable opponents; he had, 
the good fortune to be ſeconded by a very able; 
advocate, WhO replied ſeparately. and diſtinctly 
to the three writers abovementioned, not QOVEE=... - 
looking Mr. Turner's reply to Second Thoughts, 
This e was Henry Layton, Eſq; a Gen- 
tleman of an ancient family and a handſome 
eſtate at Rawden, in the County of York; His 
father is ſaid to have been maſter of the jewel⸗ 
office to K. Charles I. Henry his ſon was edu- 
cated at Oxford, and afterwards at Grays-Inn, 
in the ſtudy of the Law, and was called to the 
Bar; but made no other uſe of his profeſſion 
(in which however he was very able) than to 
do good offices, among his neighbours without, 
fee or reward, 

His diſpoſition led © i to ſpeculations of an- 
ther kind, particularly to a long and laborious 
difquiſition into the nature of the ſoul, chiefly 
with reſpe& to its ſeparate exiſtence ; the evi- 
dence for and againſt which, he inveſtigated 
with the utmoſt avidity of coming at the truth, 
examining, every thing he could meet with, an- 
cient and modern, on the ſubje& ; and having 
found reaſon to determine for the negative, he 
made no ſcruple of oppoſing the ſentiments, of 
lome of the greateſt heroes of his own time. 
wore I have called this writer, Dr. Coward's advo- 
wry eate; not that he was profeſſedly ſuch, but be- 
A- cauſe, as he entered upon the controverſy be- 
maſter WI fore Comard. ſo he purſued it after him, in con- 
int futation of thoſe opponents whom Coward's book 


yy had ſet to work: — however that he had 
| 2 | | ng 


* as 1 „ 
no view but to che general . without | 
making himſelf anſwerable for Covard's argue "3 
ments or expreſſions, or begoming bound y by 
his or any other perions conceſſions or 'qualify- 
ing reſerves. It is indeed doubtful whetk zer 8 
ever read CARDS Second, Thoughts: It is. N 
tain at leaſt that when he wrote His Obſervation 
on Nicholt's Conference with a Theift, he did not 
know that Eſlibius, one of the ſpeakers in it, 
was the name ſubſcribed: by, Coward to the i b 
dication of his Second Thoughts ; © but Tather 
ſeems to have imagined that himſelf was the 
perſon intended by Nichols to be confuted vader 
that appellation. 

I have been the more particular in this a0. 
count of Mr. Layton,” as it is probable his works, 
though printed in two Volumes Wang were 


never formally publiſhed, or 75 ed to ſale un. 
der the patronage of a lier ; and. I am 


0 inclined to believe, that the few copies now. to 
be met with, were originally reſents, t to his 
friends. He complains, in one place, that he 


could not procure an imprimatur for his qbſcr- 
vations on Dr. Bentley's ſecond: ſermon-at Boyle 8 


lecture. And: as the reſt of his pieces haye in 
them the ſame beretic cal taint, we may ſupp 10 
that they ſtole into li ght. through ſome private 
preſs, It is hardly accountable otherwiſe, that 
a writer of Mr. Layton's learning and abilities 
ſhould have remained for ſo long a time in ſuch 
obſcurity, that it-is queſtionable, whether either, 
bis name or his writings were. ever. mentioned 
ia any printed book, leere Mr. Fleming. the, 
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there is no giving an. abſtract oft bis gil 


« by bit ofeſſ? 
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tr four firſt 
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_ As Mr. yg a S | 
argument that ha d. they been advanced;in. chalk. 


of the immortality” of the [Out, ar full length. 


within any reaſonabte'compaſs: I ſhall ch. refore, 
only exhibit one of two of. 1 ip a to. ſack. 


1 No. from. an. updertakti ahing, that Yias 


Fou lay, (fays he, to Nags io cont "Th aff 
nion is bold: fugula r,. end beretical. ' _ 


That there is a degree. of Wor and, Wo 


* gularity-i in it, I dp not deny; but F 4 it in 
tos 


er not ſo great a degfee of either as 1 tosk it ta. 
* be when I writ my, treatiſe, witneſs the many 


% quotations, reported in this, Writing. It fared; 
| «© with me as it cid with Ekjat 


ho thought he. 
« was the ogly, true ſervant. ich God Had: in 


* I ael; but it was revealed to bim, that chere. 


« were ſeven thoufand 3 left 1 in Tal, al- 

though he kney nothing of them. 

" "0 Te the word: heretical, I read in K. Janes 

10 the firſt; his 4 logy,. fol; 302. of his Works, 
. That, be thoug! F himſelf acquitted of that charge, | 


great ar Send, Councils, and ta 
e ut the Halen le f A flue bindred years. 
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„„ 
"ec Here are your e for examination of 3 : be 
© reſies, and none of theſe trials do I refuſe. But : 
<< till proofs riſe from ſome of theſe grounds, my 
<« anſwer to this expreſſion. ſhall be the wards. of 
* Mefes. Numb. xvi. 7. IZ take Zoo much, jay. 
ay Jen ye ſons of Leu.] i 
— You ſay, The opinion opens a 00 10 
+ Atheiſm, and Diſobedience; and encourages men 
© 7o prefer their private fancies, bef fore the * 
ce dom and authority of the Church. nt. 
To this I ſay, Our primitive Refor 2 

ce have (in anſwer to their Popiſſi W . 
< fully anſwered this objection; and to them 
< refer you for an anſwer, with this addition, 
te that if your propoſition were irrefragable, er- 
e rors grown Sebel; would Pye e 
be, : 
4 You ſay, The opinion tends to promote vice, | 
* and that "the 175 ſeparate ſubhſtence is the, 
<< ſtrongeſt foundation of piety and religion. 
* But I cannot grant any of theſe conſequen- 
te ces to be neceſſary or probable; but do ſay, 
that our Lord's direction, 70. fear God abo can, 
< both kill and caſt into hell, ſtands firm and un- 
« ſhaken: and the paſſing an intermediate time, 
«© betwixt death ad judgment, (which time to 
e the dead is nothing) doth no way infeeble the 
* certainty of future rewards and puniſhments, 
but places the expectation of them upon a right. 
and a firm foot or foundation, maintained by 
a concurrent teſtimony throughout the ſcrip- 
< ture, and fortified by the articles of our ſe- 


:<veral Creeds; a truth of which, ſince Chriſt's 
23 time, 


a. 
* F 
. 


i time, there 2 was any doubt; nor can be 
by any Who do W the authority of 
« the ſeri eure. . d ng 1 

« You fay, Mer may except. el the kr. 
erection alh. I. grant it: for ſome do, it 
« daily, a he ens or Nene of the 

* PDeity. But this not ſtrengthen your. in- 

1. eros, that, beans men Kay ns and 711 
6 plode an opinion w ars to be not x 

6 kate e therefore they wil will do the fame by 
« another opinion that is well 1 grounded, ad 
ec « founded.up on-arock.: 1... A oor 

Fry True it is, 'that gun ch ol for. about 

« aft 1200 years, haye,been fo po 
“ conceit. f a ſeparately. Gublilting ub. that 
* they have made little ufe of 7he. reſurrection in 
cc their exhortations,: ; And in truth, if the ſoul, 

« parting from the body, go preſently. to heaven, 

« or Hell, our article of . the reſurrection, can 

61 « be but of ſmall, uſe. in, the church, If fouls. 

get among gt bleſſel. an gels 1 in heaven, what 

1 4 85 can there be to 3 — — of a reſurrection ?: 

«it ſeems rather a a loſs and harm to them to en- 
ter again into bodies, and come out of hea- 
e ven to- inhabit on earth again, althou oh it be 
© a new earth, where dwells righteouſueſe | 
© There have been teſtimonies all along in the 
<« church againſt the ſeparate ſubſiſtence of ny 
except in the 600 years wherein the thick: . 

hy, n of Popiſh N overſpread the 
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() Search alier Soul, Part i. p. 21, 22, 23. 
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a4 at infidels, 12 were not * opaled to ac © 
knowledge any future ſtate at all, and partly bes 
cauſe they contained little more than repetitions 
of what had been faid an hundred times before I 
and paſs on, to the year 172 when the learned, 
Mr. Joſephb Hallet, jun. pub iſhed, among other? 
tracts, A diſcourſe ſhewing the impoſſibility . off _ 
proving 4 future fate by the light of nature. A. 
ſenſible performance, and ſufficient to afford 
ſatisfaction to any one who does not give his 
prejudices | the dominion over his common 
ſenſe. Ip 

But ſome prejudices are HG 8 then | 
moſt of all when there is any fear that our con- 
victions againſt them, may put us upon ill terms 
with our fellow members of the ſame commu- 
nion. And ſuch, I am ſorry to obſerve, ſeems 
to have been the caſe with this ingenious w ri- 
ter, ſo far as to have led him into what appeary , 
to me to be a plain contradiftion. For having 
brought ſome circumſtances to prove, that the 
power of thought depends upon the body, he 
adds, „What I have here ſaid does not prove, 
wy that the ſoul cannot think out of the body, 
* for I am ſure, from revelation that it can (a) "i 
And again, © The will of God is made . 
to us two ways, by nature and by revelation; 
© by this latter way, God hath undoubtedly 
« made known. bis nw to be, that our an 


— 
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(a) Diſcourſes, Vol. I. p. 214. 
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5 than continue to think OM the body i is 
« dead (b).” 


And yet he expreſsly et the doctifne of 
revelation to be, No reſurrection, no future Hate, 


which, commenting upon 1 Cor. xv. 32. he 
thus makes out. If the dead riſe not, let 1 


de eat and drink, for to morrow ae die, that ; Is, 
« ſays Mr. Hallet, we ſhall periſh; there will 


cc be an end of us; we ſhall the: be happy, 


e nor miſerable. It is evident, this muſt be the 
« meaning of the word die in this place, becauſe 


< elſe the reaſoning of the Apoſtle would not 
66 rr to be good and juſt. If by the ex- 


reſſion we die, he only meant our bodies die, 


« while our ſouls ſhall be happy in another 


e ſtate, the argument would have no force, it 


e would be a mere tautology.” And then, pro- 
ceeding to paraphraſe the Apoſtle's diſcourſeupon 
the ſuppoſition, - that he means only that our bo- 
dies die, he concludes thus. This paraphraſe 
« contradicts itſelf; and I know not how to pre- 
ce vent a contradiction in the paraphraſe of this 
« verſe, provided we do not underſtand the A- 

e poſtle as arguing upon the ſuppoſition that f 


there is no reſurrection, there will be no e 


« life even for the ſoul (c). 
But if we underſtand the Apoſtle to age 


upon that ſuppoſition, we muſt, I trow, under- 


ſtand him to argue againſt the - paſſage or paſ- 
ſages of revelation, which, according to Mr. 


(5) — p. 221. ; 
(c) Diſc. p. 319, 320, 2 


— 
Hallet, © giver us undoubted aſſurance that our 
« fouls ſhall continue to think, after the body is 
« dead.” , For in that cafe, there muſt be a fu- 
ture life of the ſoul, which has no connection 
with the reſurrection of the dead, and which, 
according to revelation itſelf, makes the reſur- 
rection ungacaliney. - | - 
I have ſuppoſed above, that this conceſſion 
might be nothing more in Mr. Hallet's inten- 
tion, than a /op for the elders of his church, 
inaſmuch as he does not once attempt to point 
out what text or texts of ſcripture they were, 
which made him ſure, that the ſoul continues to 
think, after the body. is dead. But Mr. Grove, 
having laid his finger upon this weak place, Mr. 
Hallet was under a neceſſity to explain himſelf 
farther upon it (as we ſhall ſee by and by) 
but ſtill, without citing any revealed authorities. 
I have given one inftance of the anger of our 
Britiſh Biograpbers againſt this argument, fo 
friendly to Revelation, in the caſe of Mr. Locke, 
and am now about to exhibit another of their 
malevolence to Mr. Hallet for the ſame of- 
fene. : RES 
„The fame year, [1730] he [Mr. Henry 
* Grove of Taunton] publiſhed, Some thoughts 
* concerning the proof of a future ſtate from rea- 
* ſon, in anſwer. to the Rev. Mr. Hallet, jun. 
e who, in his great zeal for the Chriſtian Re- 
te velation, and to make it appear abſolutely ne- 
* cefſary, had endeavoured to weaken the argu- 
ments from reaſon for a future ſtate (d)“. 
(4) Biog. Brit. Art. GROVE. | 
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It is not eaſy to · diſceru whether this { piteful 
ſneer is aimed more immediately at Mr. Halle 


or the Chriſtian Revelation. Let us turn the ta- 


bles upon Mr. Grove, and ſay, who in his 
e great zeal for the moral government of God, 
te hath endeavoured to weaken the arguments 
for a future ſtate, taken from revelation, by 
cc endeavouring to ſhew, that the Chriſtian Re- 
«« velation was not, abſolutely neceſſary.” Is the 
zeal of Mr.. Grove in. one caſe,, more laudable, 
than the zeat of Mr. Hullet in the other? To 
have any advantage againſt Mr. Halle, Mr. 
Grove muſt prove that the Chriſtian Revelation 
was not abſolutely neceſſary : and that, fuppo- 


ſing it to be abſolutely neceſſary, the moral go- 


vernment of God muſt want to be vindicated. 
We ſhall however ſee preſently, that, upon Mr. 
Grove's own principles, if the Chriſtian Revela- 
tion is in any degree neceſſary, the moral go 


vernment of God will ſtand juſt as much in need 


of windication, as if the Goſpel of Chriſt Was 


abſolutely neceſſary. 

With refpe&. to Mr. Grove's arguments it is 

uſt ſufficient to obferve, that he beats the old 
Noe of the vis inertiæ, and the divifibility of 
matter, after Dr. Clarke;. of man's being an 
accountable creature, preſent unequal diftribu- 
tion, &c. produces ſome of the old texts, in- 
termixing here and there a ſarcaſm, which is 
nothing to the purpoſe. His great ſtrength ſeems 
to lie in fighting againſt Locke's ſuppoſition of 
thought being ſuper- added to matter, from the 


mere logical terms of thought s being an abſ- 
lute, 


i] 
hte, primary and numerical quality, ſimple, and 
therefore not compatible with a compound being, 
or one that has parts; which after all is mere 

ſcholaſtic jargon,” of no weight either to 975 5 
or diſprove the fat. 
Mr. Hallet replied to this anſwer, and. Mr. 
« Grove, though very averſe to controverſy, yet 
« this being with him a favourite ſubje&, and 
« as he apprehended of the laſt importance to 


le, « yindicate the moral government of God, de- 
To * termined to review the debate,” which he be- 
lr. gan to do in a tract intituled, The weight of tra- 
on dition concerning a future fate; ; but lived to fi- 
0- niſh only one chapter of it. 

o- How well Mr. Grove might be ſuppoſed to 
d, acquit himſelf on this favourite ſubject, and in 
lr. Bl the defence of the moral government of God, 
a we may learn from an anecdote preſerved by the 
0 compilers of the Biog. Brit. who J dare ſay 
ed will lay under no ſuſpicions of miſrepreſenting 
74g their hero, with thoſe who read his article. 


* Mr. Grove, ſay they, was much converſant 
1s * with Czcero's philoſophical works, and 
d © thought his diſcourſes of the Nature of the 
of <« Gods, and the immortality, an UNANSWER- 
an ABLE DEMONSTRATION: ftheGREAT f 
u- « NECESSITY and advantage of the Chrif- 5 


n- * tian Revelation, againſt thoſe who would pre- 
15 * tend, that when Chriſt appeared to enlighten 
ns il and reform the world, he was not wanted, 

of « and that unaſſiſted reaſon was ſufficient for. 
he Bl © this end; For the great uncertainty in which 
- © Cicero, one of the * geniuſes of pagan- 


* iſm, 


1 86 J 
« iſm, was involved, and repreſents all their 
« philoſaphers as involved, with regard to one 
* of the moſt important doctrines, of the ex- 
_ © iſtence, perfection, and providence of God, 
te and their own future exiſtence and ſtate, is an 
% argument FROM FACT, which overturns 
«all the ſpecious theories of midern Deiſts, and. 
« ſhews too their great ingratitude who, in- 
te lightened by the Goel and thus inabled to 
© think more clearly and juſtly on theſe ſubjects, 
e refuſe to own their obligations, and employ as 
an argument againft Revelation, the light they 
© really receive from it (e) 

Now I would deſire to know how the moral 
government of God could be vindicated, in 
making Cicero an accountable creature, and at 
the ſame time leaving him under his great un- 
certainty concerning his being, providence, &c. 
and his own future condition, more than if Ci- 
cero, an accountable creature, had been left in 
abſolute ignorance of theſe particulars ? It ap- 
| pears to me, upon Mr. Grove's own ſhewing, 

that it was impoſſible for Cicero to get out of 
this uncertainty without the aid of the Chriſ- 
tian Revelation, or ſomething equivalent to it. 
Mere the. pagans after Cicero, in /eſs uncertain- 
ty? By no means. The Chriſtian Revelation 
therefore was not only greatly but abſolutely ne- 
ceſlary to diſpel the clouds and darkneſs of this 
uncertainty ; and Mr. Grove is juſt fo muck 


(-) 'Diog Brit. GROVE. rem. B. | 


ne 
the more diſingenuous than the modern Deiſts, 
as he plays an hypotheſis in his diſpute with 
Mr. Hallet, againſt a fact which he rr 
knew and acknowledged to be true. 
Theſe inconſiſtencies are not uncommon; 
they are the neceſſary conſequences of attempt- 5 
ing to preſcribe fitneſſes and rules of moral Go- 
vernment to God. Dr. Clarke fell into them, 
as hath been ſhewn by Mr. Hallet and others, 
and Mr. Grove who followed him, ſed longo 
inter vallb, could hardly hope to eſcape them. 
But I return to Mr. Hallet, who, having in- 
ferred from St. Paul's argument, 1 Cor. xv. 
32, that if there was no reſurrection there 
would be no future ſtate; and having ſaid like- 
wiſe in the fame” trodtile;: that he was aſſured 
from revelation, hat tbe ſoul ſhould continue to 
think after the body 10as dead, was called upon, 
as well he might be, by Mr. Grove, to explain 
himſelf ;- Mr. Grove ſuppoſing that the ſcrip- 
tures he himſelf had brought to prove the ſe- 
parate exiſtence of the ſoul, were utterly in- 
conſiſtent with Mr. Hallet's ane, No ran 
rection, no future flate: (,). 
Io this Mr. Hallet anſwers, That als "Ton 
© ſacrifice purchaſed,” and the ſame Gad promi- 
te ſes at once all theſe three things together, the 
<< ſeparate exiſtence of the ſoul, the reſurrection 
of the body, and the future ſtate beyond that, 
and conſequently if there had been no reſur- 
* rection purchaſed, there would have been no 


(f) Some Thoughts, p. 119. 217 
1 er future 


| 19] 
& future ſtate. The connection between che 
< reſurrection and the future ſtate, in this laſt 
view of things [i. e. as exhibited by revela 
< tion] is not natural, but is derived from the 
will and wiſe appointment of God, who has 
<< determined (not to give men their full recom- 
<< penſe i in a ſeparate ſtate, but) Bᷣorb to awaken: 
<« men's ſouls, and to raiſe their bodies, and to 
give them a recompenſe in a ſtate of union. 
< If God had not detefmined to raiſe men's bo- 

<< dies from the dead, it does not ſeem likely 
< that he would have determined to awaken 
< men's ſouls immediately upon their dyi 
<« or to have given them either happineſs , or 
<< miſery, after the deſtruction of this world, 
The connexion here between à reſurrection 
< and a future ſtate, is founded on the will of 
God, and on their being both revealed. -, 
< ther in the ſame promiſe g. 

Now here it is remarkable that Mr. Grove. 
an a ſtring of texts which he produceth ta 
prove the - ſeparate exiſtence of the ſoul,” con- 
cludes, upon the authority of ſcripture, that 
the ſoul is of a diſtinct nature from the body, 
and conſequently would not naturally die with 
the body, or, which is the ſame thing, would 
naturally ſarvive the body, although there ſhould MM 
be no reſurrection. And then, as Mr. Grove 
held that no ſentence of death was paſſed upon 
the ſoul, it followed, that God did not inter? 
fere in this matter, but left the foul's future 
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which it was originally endowed. 

But Mr. Hallet, we ee, inſiſts that the FP 
exiſtence of the ſoul was matter of purchaſe by 
the ſacrifice of Chriſt, as well as the reſurrec- 


tion of the dead, and that both were purchaſed 

and promiſed at one and the ſame time, and 
conſequently there was no ſeparate exiſtence of 
the ſoul, before the promiſe took place, or in 


other words before the price was. paid. It does 
not indeed appear whether Mr. Hallet | was 


aſſured of the ſeparate exiſtence of the ſoul by 
the ſame texts of ſcripture which Mr. Grove 


produces, foraſmuch as the former -Progueey 0 
text to this purpoſe at all. 


But as Mr. Hallet ſays that | theſe texts did 
not concern him, who had declared his firm 
belief that the ſoul is a diſtin& ſubſtance. from 


« the body, upon the authority of the New 
<« Teſtament,” theſe muſt be the ſame texts 
upon which he grounded his ſaid belief. 
Now ſince theſe texts ſpeak ſo obſcurely and 
uncertainly of the ſeparate exiſtence of the ſoul, 


that two very learned and ingenious men cannot 
agree whether the ſeparate exiſtence they ſpeak 


of, is natural to the ſoul, or only accidental by 
way of purchaſe, favour, or promiſe, is it not 


preſumeable that, when theſe texts come to be 
Tightly underſtood, they may be found not to 


ſpeak of any ſeparate ence at all? 
But Mr. Hallet in his explanation of his 


meaning, hath incumbered himſelf with a ditfi- 


wy which 1 ſee not how it is poflible for 
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1 x; go on 
any one who eſpouſes his hypotheſis 5 Ge 
Mr. Hallet ſays that Chriſt purchaſed, /a 
God promiſed; a ſeparate exiſtence of the . 
the reſurrection of the body, and a future ſtate 
beyond that, AT ONCE, all three-- _ 
If this be ſo, how does it appear that this p 
mile ſhall not be performed at once? Wh 
does it appear by any promiſe either inthe Old 
or New Teſtament, that God is determined to 
ewaken men's fouls, before he raiſes their bo- 
dies? A promiſe relates to fomeching future; 
and therefore when this promiſe was made, it 
muſt be underſtood, that the ſouls of dead men 
were not awakened, nor, as & purchaſe 
ſacrifice was to be made of this privilege, could 
they be, tifl the ſacrifice was offered: Now 
where is there a. text to be found. which hey 
that in conſequence of this facrifice, men's ſouls 
which till then, had been aſleep, ſhould' be 
immediately awakened; and that from thence- 
forward, all the fouls of men ſhould paſs into 3 
Rate of ſeparate conſcious exiſtence, immedi- 
ately upon their. difunion from the body? I ds 
not here make uſe of Mr. Hallet's expreſſion of 
awakening men's ſouls immediately upon their dy 
ing: as it is not ſenſe; for what occaſion: to 


awaken that which,, ex hypatbe, Hover. "was 
—_ ? | 85 
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1729. J thall' conclude this enumeration, with : 
— ſhort notice of a pamphlet printed for Noon, 


N the ſame . in which Mr.“ * 
ns i 


c . 
| Piſconrſes appeared, i 
or mortality of the Jout 


{criptures of the Old and New Teftament; ſhrwiug; 


ut upon n death of cnhe:hoty, all fnklimniont 
conſci 6% g. Dre __ 2 the. Na er of 


the dead. P1367 9 4 
"FE! author 7 this very „ lid: and clecifing 
diſcourſe, inſtead; of alfing himſelf with the 
mataphyſical dreams of the immortaliſts, con- 
fines himſelf wholly te the ſcriptures, and his 
book may be canſidered as a proper ſupple- 
ment to Mr. Hallets Diſcourſe, which left 
the matter ſhort, by a conceſſion, which, as I 
hope, now . appears,” ought not to have been 
made. In one word, this writer not only eſta» 
bliſhes his principle, on the firm Feng ſtable 
foundation of the word of God, but ſhews the 
futility of thoſe concluſions 8 from certain 
texts of ſcripture, which are ſuppoſed by Meſſrs. 
Grove, Hallet and others to ſpeak of the ſoul as a 
ſubſtance diſtin from and wholly independent 
on the body and its organization 

Mr. Grove, having made ſuch uſe of the 
ſcriptures, as he thought conducive to the proof 
of his point, goes on to ſay, The ſacred fcrip- 


« tures being thus: clear and expreſs in this 
< matter, if. there are any chſcure paſſages 


© which ſeem to ſpeak a contrary language, 


<< they ought to have their meaning fixed by : 
ſuch more plain and obvious ones as thole 


6 which have been now queted 7 9.5 


We, Some 3 &e. p. 113. | > aan þ \ 
N 2. | | 


intituled, The. — 8 
of nau, and its Jameneſt 
with the body, aſſerted and proved from the holy 
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But what muſt we do with thoſe clear a 


"is paſſages, which not only ſeem; but cer- 


tainly do ſpeak a contrary language? not to the 
texts themſelves cited by Mr. Grove, but to 
his interpretation of them? That ſuch paſſages 
there are, we are informed by the. writer of the 
pamphlet juſt mentioned, and by others whoſe 
iaterpretations we have ſomewhat more reaſon 
t) rely upon, than the interpretation of thoſe 
who are * r ſquaring the word of God by the 


twinkling light of a ſort of natural lah: 


from which they themſelves are obliged N 
nally to turn. On another hand, + 

The learned Dr. Law having, in his * en- 
dix to his Confiderations, examined the whole 
number of thoſe texts which Mr. Grove calls 
clear and expreſs for the natural immortality 
of the ſoul, 'and offered ſome rational explana- 


tions of them: concludes thus. +« | 


« This may ſerve for a ſpecimen. of fck 


texts as are uſually alledged on the other 


* fide of the queſtion, [i. e. in favour of a 
« ſeparate exiſtence] all which, I believe, ap- 
*© pear, even from theſe ſhort remarks upon 


them, to be either quite foreign to the point, 


* or purely figurative; or laſtly, capable of a 


clear and caſy ſolution on the principles 


* abovementioned : Nor can ſuch ever fairly be 
* oppoſed to the conſtant, obvious tenor of the 
** ſacred writings, and that number of plain en- 


* preſs paſages c cited dy 9. 


= i) Dr. Tl Conkierations Appendix p. 414, ed. 
„ 8 
Let 


. 
Let the reader judge from their reſpective 
writings which of theſe learned men, has more 
right to thib argument. 
IJ am greatly afraid the foregoing detail will 
appear to be tedious: and yet there is little more 
taken into it, than ſeemed to me to be abſolutely 


neceſſary to ſhew the riſe and progreſs of thoſe 


prejudices and that confuſion, which, to this 
hour, perplex the queſtion, concerning an in- 
termediate ſtate. The account might have been 
ſwelled to ten times its preſent. bulk. What is 
here exhibited ſeems to be ſufficient to authorize 
the following iconcluſionss © 
Firſt, That the notion of the ſouls immortality 
as a truth independent on the Chriſtian Revela- 
tion, was bred and nouriſhed among the ſchool- 
men of the. twelfth,” thirteenth and a great part 
of the two following centuries, when ſenſeleſs 
quibbles paſt for the productions of genius, and 
unmeaning jargon for profound erudition. It 
will probably be ſaid, that the ſame concluſions 


have, ſince the revival of Letters, and the culti- 


vation of ſound philoſophy, been drawn from 
rational premiſſes. Concerning this every man 
may judge as he ſees cauſe. I am unhappy 
enough to find no more demonſtration in the 
reafonings of Clarke and Baxter for the natural 


immortality of the ſoul, than in the ſyllogilms a 


of Lombard and Ajuinas. © | 
Secondly, That theſe ſcholaſtic ſubtilties were 


adopted by the popiſh divines, as the ground- 


work of the fable of Purgatory, and the idola- 


trous invocation of Saints. Hence the ſcholaſtic 
5 N 


teal 5 
immortality wasincorporated, or rather N 
ed with the immortality brought to light by the 

_ Goſpel; and both repreſented as affording mutual 
light and ſupport to each other, and '<quilly 
ſanctified by the canons and decrees: of the 
church, in Likes to deter thoſe who were diſs 
poſed and qualified to philoſophize upon better 
principles, from purſuing their aiſquilitons' 2 
fatal detection of theſe and other abſurdities, 
which could not have kept their ground others 

_ wiſe than by retreating) under the artillery of the 
Vatican. 

Thirdly, That Gat the Proteſtants] on al 
other ſubjects, rejected all doctrines which were 
not built on a ſcripture foundation, they unhap- 

pily contented themſelves on this, with the teſtis 
mony of popith and pagan tradition, and being 
either unable or unwilling to inveſtigate the real 

meaning of certain terms uſed in the ſcriptures, 
weakly concluded from the mere ſound of them, 
that the doctrine of the ſcriptures, and of the 
reigning philoſophy concerning the immortality 
or ſeparate exiſtence of the ſoul, was one and the 
fame. Hence, 

Fceurtbliy, In all their Eſphtes with the Papiſt | 
concerning the ſuperſtitions grounded on Purga- 
tory and faintworſhip, they directed their argu- 
ments to the wrong object; and inſtead of in- 

fiſting that the immortality ſubſequent to the ge- 
neral reſurrection, was the only conſcious future 
ſtate allotted in ſcripture, either for ſaints or ſin- 
ners, they embarraſſed themſelves with an hypo- 

theſis of departed fouls takeh either immediately 
| into 
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into heaven, or immediately thruſt into x place 
of final torment, which it was not only impoſſi- 
ble for them to verifie, but expoſed them to th 
reproach of deſerting the molt orthodox of the 
Chriſtian fathers, — had provided hidden re- 
ceptacles and intermediate Life for diffe- 
rent claſſes of human ſouls, according to their 
deſervings, till all thould. be finally fet right an 
general judgment. 

The Papiſts failed not to make thiew Fe 
of this weakneſs in their adverſaries. They. ar- 
gued thus. A middle ſtate is what moſt Pro- 
« teſtants own; it is therefore more reaſonable to 
ce believe what the church teaches about it, than 
 * to think at random in this reſpect.” Thus Car- 

dinal Alan expreſſed himſelf in a diſpute With 
| biſhop Jewel concerning purgatory and pray ers 
forthe dead 2). He was in che right. For the 
ſcriptures containing no account of this middle 
| fate, a man might as well take the church's 
random account of it, as be penn to ra 
one of his own. 

«© N. Proteſtants, fas the cardinal, own 2 
middle ſtate.” Whence it may be inferred 
that al/ Proteſtants did not : and a great misfor- 
tune it was to the cauſe of 1 the reformation, that 
they who did not own it, were not heard with 
lie and candour. Unhappily the Proteſ- 
tants had made up their ſyſtem,” and fixed the 
boundary of orthodoxy, beyond which it was 
not een to paſs: : and in this apps oy 
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acted juſt after the precedent the Payifia FAY 


felves had ſet them. Calviniſis particularly treat- 


ed all who queſtioned the natural immortality of 


the ſou], as impious, ' heretical, and no better at 
the bottom than atheiſts, even to the cnd of * 
laſt century. 999 
For example. Hewho FRE 4 im 
« lity of the ſoul, denies efeFually the Being and 


Providence of God, and the full expectation of 


e recompenſes to be diſtributed after this life, ac- 
* cording to the actions which dying. perſons 
have practiſed — the race of their mor- 
e tality. > 

This determination is to be nth in the p pre- 
face to a book written by Timothy, Manlove, and 
publiſhed in the year 1696, intituled, The im. 


mortality of the Soul, afſerted. The Preface was 


written, at leaſt ſubſcribed by John Howe and 
Matthew Sylueſter names of renown in their day, 
among the Diſſenters, among whom likewiſe N 
Mr. Manlove was a miniſter. _ rd 

In anſwer to this, Mr. Layton be 


| oned, in his Obſervations on Manlove's treatile, 
reminds them, that * The certainty of a reſur- 
rection, and laſt judgment, reſts not upon the 
belief of the ſoul's immortality, but upon the 


« ſtrong current and agreement of the Goſpel, 
** and ſeems to be as true, evident, and xl 
proved, as the truth of that text is that Jeſaus 


« Chriſt came to ſave ſinners ; although ſays Mr. 
L, Mr. Manlove, his elders and churches, and 


% many others, take too little notice of them, 
* and make mention of them accordingly.” Mean- 
: ing. 


exp:Htation 'of recompenſes, as if ſuch-expeiftation 


monſtration? And then, if the ſcripture is not 


In the fame ſtrain of illiberal, inquifitorial abuſe 


* e . 3 bd 
* 1 « 0 a 


| SEMIPAGAN DREAM, What may be meant 


. 
ing, that they undervalued the evidence of the 
{cripture for a future ſtate, in compariſon of that 
drawn from the natural immortality of the ſoul. 
And if this was not truly the caſe, what could 


Meſſieurs Howe: and Syhvefter mean by the: full 


grounded on ſcripture evidence was not ſaſicient. 
J fall, without the aid of a philoſophical de- 


ſufficient in one caſe, why not inſufficient in an- 
other? And if this inſufficiency is to be ſuppli- 
ed by traditions, why are not eccleſiaſtical tra- 
ditions as availing as philoſophical ones? Why 
ſhould the immortality of the ſoul. be believed 
rather than a Purgatory ? or laſtly, Why ſhould 
the Papiſts be thought to argue more abſurdly, 
and childiſhly when they infer a man's atheiſm 
from his diſbelief of their other doctrines, than 
ſuch Proteſtants as theſe, who draw the ſame 
conſequence from the diſbelief or denial of the 
naturality dfathe fou?! feng 


(for it is no better) have theſe. immortaliſts treat- 
ed their opponents even to this very hour. Dr. 
Goddard, calls them Socinians. But all ſides 
ſeem to be agreed that he knows little or nothing 
of the matter. A Doctor of more importance, 
hath more lately ſtyled the ſleep of the ſoul, A 


by this phraſe he beſt knows who invented it. 
But the docttine ſo ſtigmatized is ſuppoſed by 
ſome very competent judges, to be ſuch a dream, 
that if it is not added to ſome-otber dreams in ; 
4+ EE. e 
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| book called the Divine Legation of Ne oſes, 85 
the main principle of that elaborate work, muſt 
effectually fink under a moſt manifeſt and morti- 


tying incapacity of Demonſtration. 1 © 
The ſame author hath ſaid, on the ame occh- 


fion, that They who hold the ſoul to be on = 


< a quality, and yet talk of its ſleep between d 
te and the reſurrection, uſe a jargon, which con- 
© founds all languages, as well as reaſon. For 


ſuch a ſleep i is an annihilation, and the "—_ 


again, a new creation.“ 
As for the jargon, we freely reſign | it to whom 


it may belong. Whether the foul is a quality or 


a ſub}tance, if its confcious perception is ſaſpend- 


ed between death and the reſurrection, you may 
cCall that annihilation, or whatever elſe you pleaſe, 
provided you will allow that God can create it 


anew. We are certain the Creator has the ſame 
power over the ſoul as over the body. The 
body. returns to the duſt from whence it was 
originally taken; and if the ſame body is to be 


reſtored to its vital functions, or if another body 


is to be ſubſtituted out of the ſame materials, it 

is either way, as ſtrictly and properly a new 
creation, as that of Adam was. But, according 
to our critic's principles to ſay ſuch a body ſlcept, 
is /ing a jargon which confounds all languages, as 
well as reaſon. The comfort however is, that, 


even our adverfaries being judges, it is the * 


gon of the New Teſtament. 
For ought then that appears to the contrary, 


oa doctrine of the fleep of the ſoul, may be a 


doctrine of the Sacinians, and yet no hereſy. It 
5 may 


6 


TTT £2. &., Cie BE oi a. 20 


| 68, 4 


tk... 
gan ar eam, and ſtill perfectly conformable to the 
ſeriptures, and their account of the power of 


God. It may ring, in ſome delicate ears, like 


Jargon, and ſtill have all the properties of good 


ſenſe and ſound reaſon. | 

But Socinian, Semipagan, Idiot, &c. are excellent 
words to throw an od:um upon the perſons and 
opinions of obnoxious adverſaries, eſpecially un- 
der the management of thoſe who have the art- 
of giving wit and dignity to their Billing ſgate (I), 
and effectually terrify many feeble minds from 
examining into the real importance of any doc- 
trines dreſſed out in theſe Sanbenitos. | 

On the other hand, it hath happened, that the 
feul-ſleepers by aſcribing the future immortality 
of man, folely to the. gratuitous gift of God in 
Chriſt, have incurred the indignation of the pe- 
netrating and liberal foul of the accurate Mr. Ca/eb 
Fleming, who hath accordingly given warning to 
the world that the ſoul-Heepers and materiati/ts, 
down from Dr. Coward, to Dr. Law and Mr. 
Peckard, ave and have been ſo far from Socinia- 
iſm, Paganiſm, or other heretical blemiſh, that 
they © are evidently fond of myſtery, frequently 
“ converſant in the ſecret chambers of churchiſm, 


and great ſticklers for orthodox ſyſtems and 
S confeſſions.” 1 ET RR 


Generally ſpeaking, it is no bad ſign of the 
moderation and ſincerity at leaſt, if not of the 
good ſenſe and juſt reaſoning of thoſe writers to 


' {/} See Pope's works, vol. iv. ed. 1753. p. 82. 
| O 2 whom 


Le 1. 15 
whom the obloquy of their ent in two 
different extremes, imputes views and principles, 
utterly inconſiſtent with each other. But bur 

misfortune in the preſent caſe, is, that where the 
judgment is ſo totally depraved on the one hand 
by outrageous pride and paſſion, and ſo: miſer. 
ably enfeebled on the other by ignorance, pre- 
judice and incapacity, praiſe and calumny a 
always convey the ſame idea, to the diſcer 
_ byſtander, namely, that of found without Ene. 
Thus, for a long time, the deciſions of pagan 
philoſophers, and the affirmance of the natural 
immortality of the foul in the creeds and con- 
feſſions of particular churches, went amicably 
Band in hand, and ſhared, between them the 
glory of the univerſal affent and conſent given to 
their reſpective demonſtrations: till unhappily 
for themſelves, the churchmen and philoſophers 
fell out, and then, great was the force of truth, 
and it prevailed. The philoſophers would needs 
ſet up for themſelves, and diſclaimed all _ 
tions to the church; and when the: other 
that no better would be, hey too tried to ſtand up- 
on their own legs, and affected at leaſt to acknow- 
iedge, that the controverſy with the ſoul -· ſleepers 
cauld only be decided by the ſcriptures, and e 
that principle pretended. to joyn iſſue. 
4 have not, ſays one of them, called this 
the fleep of the out] an old exploded hypothe- 
* ſis with a defign to intimate that any conſide- 
L rations of that fort, would be ſufficient to over- 
« throw it. Its truth or falſchood, as a ſcrip- 
| ; e ture- 
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« ture-dofrine, muſt be determined by the au- 
a thority of ſcripture (n. bg 


K 


(0 the ſoul of man, a parte boft, has ſcarce 6 


conceſſion expoſed them. They were not aware 
that the renowned Tilla 


« in the Bible (p).” 


jj ⁰⁰ T ˙— A I. at 


judgment of this matter, we muſt examine the 


(ror J. 


% The point in queſtion, ebe dero be 1758. | | 


4 decided by the facred writmgs alone (h., . | 


A third acknowledges, that, the eterontp of 1759. 

cc ſhadow of reaſon to e it, and is obliged: 

« to fly to revelation, to filence inquiry (o). 
Little did they confider to what diſtreſs chis 


on, a moſt able and zeal- 
ous patron of their cauſe, had owned that, The 
immortality of the foul was rather ſuppoſed, 
« or taken for granted, than expreſely EONS: 


The good archbiſhop indeed adds, that © The 
* immortality of the ſoul may be inferred from 
te ſeveral places of ſcripture. and the tenor of 
* the whole Bible.“ Rut if the propoſition is 
is not expreſcly revealed; the right of inferring is 
equal on all fides ;/ and ſurely thoſe concluſions 
which are inferred from what is expreſsly re- 
vealed, thould be at leaſt as juſt and as ſtrong, 
5 thoſe which are inferred from what is not. 

“And therefore, in order to form a better 


e ſcripture language more particularly, and fee 
« what all thoſe ſeveral terms and phraſes 
« n e in dhe original, which 3 are 8 5 


> Examin. of hs Bp. of London's Diſc. p - 279+ 


(n) Steffes five Letters, p. 7. 
(s) Ot Review, 5 1759s p. 99. 


(Y) vol. xi. Bro: ed 1744. p. 11 „ 
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II. ·ö· 8 
© poſed; to include the doctrine abbve-men 
< Done. wü 
Theſe are the words of the worthy maſter of 
Peterhouſe, and expreſs the deſign of his A5. 
pendix, a. work, which, by the clamour that has 
been raiſed againſt it, a byſtander would ſuſpect 
muſt have been planned with an expreſs and 
avowed purpoſe of ſubverting the Chriſtian re- 
| ligion. Nor indeed is this the worſt, - A very 
learned and candid advocate for the doctrine; of 
the ſaid Appendix, having upon account of his 
publiſhing his ſentiments relative thereto, un- 
dergone ſome ſuch hardſhips, as have not been 
heard of, for many years in this proteſtant coun- 
RR in c, 
But to return to the conceſſions above-men- 
tioned. Both ſides being thus agreed to appeal 
to the ſcriptures, one might have hoped the diſ- 
pute would have been brought to a ſpeedy and 
decifive iſſue. But it quickly appeared, that the 
appeal of the immortaliſis to the ſcriptures, was 
but affected. They began to perceive the ſcrip- 
"tures were not to be truſted with the deciſion of 
ſo important and popular a point, without cer- 
tain accommodations borrowed from their old 
Friends the philoſophers. And remarkable it is, 
that the very man, who, as mentioned above, 
had put the cauſe upon the determination of the 
ſcriptures alone, without any ſavings to tradition, 
finding there was no managing Dr. Law's Ap- 


* | 


() The caſe of this worthy perſon, will in due tim? be 
laid before the public, with all its circumſtances, 


pendix, 


1 10 ] 
xendix,” or an acute and ingenious tract in the 
Monthly Review. (r), which had taken him to 
taſk, this very man, I fay, did not ſcruple to 
call to his aid Pythagoras, Homer, Theognts, Ci- 
cero, and Horace; though, to fave appearances, 
it was under the pretence - of making them in- 
terpreters to MOSES, SOLOMON, - JOB, 
PAUL, and JOHN. What the ſucceſs was of 


this expedient, may poſſibly. pen pport ſoms 


other occaſion. 

With the fame conſeioufpeſs chat thei lp 
tures were not to be relied upon for the proof 
of the natural immortality of the ſoul, have 
Meſſieurs Morton and Fleming introduced the 
modern philoſophers, Clarke, Peters, Baxter, 
. &c. having the modeſty, I ſuppoſe, to expect 
we ſhould pay that reſpe& to theſe moderns, 
which we had refuſed to their ancient maſters, 
Plato and Ariſtotl. * 

It had been happy fot theſe Gentlemen; ſup- 
poli them qualified for the taſk, had they be- 
gun their lueubrations on this ſubject, with a 
previous examination, how far their ancient 
pagan doctors were to be depended on. That 
is to ſay, whether they do not contradict each 
other, and ſometimes themſelves? Whether the 
moſt dogmatical among them come up to the 
point to be proved, namely, the perſonal con- 
ſciouſneſs of the ſoul in a ſtate of total diſunion 
from the body? The future exiſtence of the 


foul, incruſted in corporegts Feen as ſome 
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of them held, or, as others, in - of te. 


fuſion into the % *, will not anſwer their end. in 
citing them, in order 1 fuppoſe, to prove the 
unremitting conſcio eſs of the foul i in a ſtate of 
ſeparation from all.body,. a. thing,..ip; my hum. 
ble opinion, w which. thee ancient Ons neyer 


oneeithqught of, 1/52 „ e. "7 


For the reſt, it is. 0 well _ that, upon 
ſuppoſed demonſtration, that thought and cons 
{cious perception are natural, inherent, ang per- 


manent powers in the human ſoul i in every; ſtate, 


the Deijts build their ſexeral ſchemes. of natural 
religion; and hence contend, there can be no 


occaſion for any poſitive or particular revelatiqn 


of a future ſtate: conſequently that no ſuch re- 
velation was ever youchfafed. In this contros 


verſy, it is amazing to ſee with what alacrity, 


Chriſtian writers, not only grant theſe premiſſes, 


but aſſert them with great vehemence, as neceſ - 
ſary for the hondur and ſupport of revelation. 


But when the queſtion comes to be, what i 4s: 


the uſe and importance. of a particular reyela- 


tion? they begin to perceive their miſtake, and 
the advantage their adverſaries make of theſe, 
conceſſions. Immediately the proofs of a future 
ſtate from reaſon and nature, which before had, 


been as clear and demonſtrative as the noon-day; 


ſun, became obſcure, inſufficient, and errone- 


ous, and totally incapable of leading men to the 


truth without the aid of revelation. Thus have 


ſome of the moſt eminent defenders of the Chriſ- 


tian cauſe againſt Deiſm, drawn themſelves into 
ſuch manifeſt contradictions, as, had not their 


reputation a 


KIF! . 
reputation. been ſupported by merit of another 
ſort, muſt have derived upon tHhew ſome. degree, | . 
of derition-and contempt. | 
'Tis with great regret. that I am obliged. to, 
mention, on this occaſion, the great names of Li 
Tillatfon, Stilling fleet, Sherlock, Clarke, Hoad- Ex 
jy, &c. Theſe have been followed by . great. 
numbers of the lower claſſes of writers, who 
ſem to have taken it for granted they could | 
not go wrong,. while they took men for their 1 
guides, whoſe victories, gained over their ad- | 
verſaries in other PROVINCES, had- been ſo indi- 
putable. 1 5 
I do not add the late philoſopher Boer, to 
the liſt, notwithſtanding his pretences to obvi- 
ate ſceptical v6jeetions, and the praiſes beſtowed: 
upon him by a certain writer of undoubted or- 
thodoxy. Baxter's ſentiments, it leems, con- 
cerning revelation, became, towards the end of 
his life, extremely problematical. And indeed | 
no wonder. In bis ſyſtem the ſoul is ſo exqui- 
ſitely equipped with conſciouſneſs, activity, and 
perception; in and of it's ſelf, and put into ſo 
complete a capacity for happineſs and miſery in 
a ſeparate ſtate; as not to adinit the leaſt og 5 
lion for a reſurrection of the dead, which ac- 
cordingly is ſaid not to have Haen an, artiele 3 is = 
Mr, Baxter s ereed. 9 2 TIN * WIS 
Theſe metaphy fical ſabrilties. ve are < Bowers 
contented; ta let go for what men pleaſe to rate 
them at, provided they will Will: allow, that Got is 
able to fund * an quotes 12 5 
70 = J 7 
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of che ſoul, when, and for 105 - wig it ny 


ſeem good unto him. 
The queſtion then will be, whether it cow! or 


| does not appear from the nature, progreſs, and 


end of his diſpenſations revealed in the fcriptures, 


as well as from particular facts and declarations, 


that ſuch a fuſpenſion actually takes place during 
the interval between death and the reſurrection 
And the affirmative of this queſtion being eſta- 
bliſhed by the word of God, the patrons of the 
natural immortality may figure as much as t 
pleaſe with: their demonſtrations. We ſhall not 
diſturb them in their amuſements ; though, we 
ſhall certainly think them no better employed 
than the 7rrefrageble and angelic doctors = ſcho- 
laſtic memory. 

Ihe queſtion we hive with unbelievers is con- 
cerning a matter of fact, and the evidence upon 
which it is ſupported, and not concerning the 
reſult of a precarious hypotheſis ; concerning 
the ſenſe of ſcripture, and the power of God; 
and not concerning the ſenſe of Plato, Cicero, 
Deſcartes or Dr. Clarke, or the natural powers 
and capabilities of matter and ſpirit. - If it ap- 
pears to be the will of God that there ſhould be 
a total intermiſſion of conſeiouſneſs in man for 
a certain interval, our foundation ſtandeth ſure, 
we know whom we have truſted, and wwe art per- 


funded be is able to keep that: which: we have cum. 


mitted to bim agaitiſt the appointed day. While 


all thoſe fine ſpun notions of the immateriality 


of the foul, and all the artificial deductions from 


that principle, teach nothing but the' art of 


blowing 


fi 107 
blowing ſcholaſtic bubbles, which! when they 
have had their run of faſhion, will as certain 
9⁰ peaceably to their reſt, as the old /ub/tontig/ 

rms have done, without the leaſt, detriment 


either to ſound learning or true religion. And 


that this may not paſs for a viſionary expectatien 
without any tokens of its accompliſhment, I 
ſhall here ſubjoyn a remarkable paragraph which 
appeared in all our Mens pape er * 
years ago. | 


© Copenhagen, . 9, A7 | TA perſon, If 


« high diſtinction, who does not chuſe to be 


« named, but who is thoroughly perſuaded of 


the value, and of the immortality of the ſoul, 


ͤinvitès the learned to compoſe a ſhort diſſer- 
< tation to prove by: reaſon, and the authority 


of the Holy Scriptures, that the ſoul, diſtinct 


40 from the body, enjoys the faculties of think- 
ing and acting. They have the choice of wri- 
< ting it, in Latin, French, German, or Da- 
< nith; and he who treats the matter moſt clear- 


Ns and ſolidly, will receive a gold medal of 


e the value of ten Daniſh. ducats. The pieces 
are to be ſent franked, to the Office of Ad- 
* dreſs eſtabliſhed in this city, before the 2d of 
February, 1763. It is preſumed, that though 
the reward is but trifling, the importance of 
e the fubject will produce a number of com- 
<< pemns.” 
However this reſpectable perſon may be per⸗ 


uaded of the immortality of the ſoul, it ſeems 


he is not quite ſatisfied, that it enjoys the facul- 


ties of thinking and acting diſtinct trom the body, 
Li even 


[108] 
even a uſter all the demonfirations of that point cht 
have been offered to the world, by wvuriters of 
the firſt reputation in ſaeh reſearches. - It i met 
to be doubted, but the reward, trifling as it is, 
hath produced a number of competitors. The 
Honky of having a medal to ſhew, dharged 
with legends and enſigns of victory, will be 2 
ſufficient incentive to many an aſpiring mind, 
_ © which would 'deſpife the remuneramion of four 
pounds, twelve ſhillings and fixpence Daniſh 
curreney. In the mean time, the curioſity of 
the public-will be intereſted to know what the 
c. qmpetitors themſelves! have produced, and in 
vrhat reſpects the clearneſs and ſolidity of their 
| lucubrations haye given ſatisfaction to this Que- 
TREE. 5: high diſtinction, and fupphed the defects 
- of ſo many able writers who have gone: before 
them i in this? intricate EN 7 27:5 001 
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APPENDIX, 


Containin ng @ 
of. MARTIN OTHER” 6 eee g : 


wa te As: of the. da, between, . ea, Cad 
0 Tract WA 5 el L 


Gr gas Cantina Di Pie, 
L held that the Toy] died with the bo 7 
8 and. that God would hereafter falle, boch t 
bone and the other (H.“ 
Mr. Bayl. is in high wrath with ks 34 
„ nal on this occaſion, and thinks it below: his 
eminence's dignity and reputation to adyance 
ſuch. a calumn 2 55 Boyle, ſuppoſing there 
might be Gmethin Luther”: s works that gave 
i colour for BD nun s accuſation, applied 
himſelf to a divine of the confeſſion of Aug 
burgh, deſiring to know of him, if there were 
9 — pretext, that could occaſion Du Perroy's 
© ſpeaking as above (). 
The anſwer of this Lutheran miniſter, as it 
= exhibited. ; in _Bayle's Dictionary, will give 4 me 
00” to examine into 1 p real Opinion 


(5) 3 au Motte (LUTHER), & 
5 Art, LUTHER. Rem. Of D.) 1 


4 * 110 J 

He * ak faying, © Luther never taught 
ce that the ſoul died with the body, and was to 
e riſe again with the body; it can never be 
cc proved by his works, that he was of this o opi- 
“ nion.“ 
Perhaps theſe propoſitions; as the cardinal has 
expreſſed them, are not to be found in Luther's 
works, in ſo many words. We have ſeen how. 
ever above, that Luther mentioned the i immor- 
rality of the ſoul, as a portentous opinion, ſup- 
ported by nothing but the Pope's decrees (4). 
And, indeed, if Luther did not hold an opinion 
equivalent to this aſcribed to him by Du Per- 
ron; I would defire to be informed Vital "may 
be the meaning of the following annotation up- 
on Ecclgſ. ix. 10. 
' © Og in inferno nullum 72 opus, c.] Alias 
locus quod mortui nihil ſentiant. Senſit ergo 
Salomon, mortuos omnino dormire,” et nihil 
prorſus ſentire. Jacent ibi mortui non nume - 

< rantes dies vel annos, ſed excitati videbuntur 

« fibi vix momentum dormivifle.—Infernus au- 

tem ſignificat foveam, ſepulchrum; proprie 
vero, me judice, ſignificat illud abditum re- 
- « ceflum in quo dormiunt mortui extra hanc 
vitam, unde anima abit in ſuum locum, 
E (qualiſcunque eſt, non enim corporalis eſſe 
e poteſt) ut intelligas infernum dici, ubi conti- 
* nentur anime extra hunc corporalem mun- 
*© dum, ficut terra eſt ſepulchrum Por (20 


* , . * L 


4 7a) P. 10, iT. 8 3 | 
(iw) Den Wittemb. Tom. IV. fol. 1. 8. 1574. 


Here 


| | Lan 1 | 
Here we find the ſoul as well as the body, in 
a ſound, inſenfible ſleep, and contained in an 
incorporeal ſepulchre, in like manner as the body 
is contained in the ground; the preſent and fu- 
ture condition of both denoted by the werds 
nortui and excitati; and all this delivered by 
Luther as his own opinion 
Our divine proceeds. And he (Luther) has 
very clearly ſhewn, that he believed quite 
ce contrary. Conſult what he has written upon 
ee the 8th verſe of the th chapter of Genefis, 
e where he ſpeaks of the death of Abel, _ 
Here then follows the paſlage referred to, in 
Luther 5 own latin. r 3 3 
« Gen. iv. 9. Et dicit Deminus ad Cain, ubs 
« eff Habel, frater tuus?] Hic clare oftenditur 
ce reſurrectio mortuorum, ſiquidem Deus ſe 
« mortui Habel Deum eſſe teſtatur, et mortuum 
« Habel requirit. Ex hoc enim loco conteximus 
« firmiſſimam rationem, quod fi nullus eſſet qui 
„ curam noſtri haberet poſt hanc vitam, Habel 
e occiſus non eſſet requiſitus. Sed Deus requi- 
ce rit Habe/ ſublatum ex hac vita, non vult ejus 
e obliviſci retinet memoriam ejue, quærit ubi 
« fit? Ergo Deus eſt mortuorum Deus; hoc eſt, 
« ergo etiam mortui vivunt, et habent Deum 
© curantem gt falvantem eos in alia vita quam 
e hæc corpgralis eſt, in qua ſancti affligun- 
VC 3 
The queſtion is what Luther thought of the 
departed ſoul? And we are ſent to conſult a 


(v Ibid. Tom. vi. fol. 64. 
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paffage where the ſou is not orice mentionefl. 
The Whole note is concerning the de Per 
and reſpects the ſtate of the dead body, juſt as 
much as the ſtate of the departed foul'; and the 
propoſition to be proved is v. reſurrettion- of the! 
PS T do not undertake to ſupport Lurbers 
logic ; hut i it is manifeſt upon what ſcripture his 
- is grounded. The ſame indeed, 
ich has been brought to prove the ſeparate | 
_ exiſtence of the ſoul; though the ſoul is not 
once mentioned in out Sabibur s argument with 
the Sadducees, - to which Luther hefe refers; 
But what wonder, when men take theſe liber- 
ties with the ſcriptures to ſetve an hypotheſis, 
that they ſhould do the like by the writings of 
private doctors? For the reſt, had Du Perron 
undertaken to find tlie doctrine he aſcribes to 
Luther, in this paſſage juſt cited, it would have 
been an eaſier taſk, than to confute the doctrine 
itſelf when he had found it. 5 
I return to Lather's apologiſt. The origin 
© of the calumny; /ays he, is in à letter he 
Luther] wrote to Amſdorf in the year 1522; 
* in which he appears much inclined to be: 
« leve that the ſouls of the juſt ſleep to the day 
* of judgment, without knowing where they 
© are, &c. He does not pretend to ſay that 
” they are dead in this interval, but only lay — 
ea profound reſt and ſleep, in which opinion he 
followed many fathers of the ancient church. 
This Fetter to Amſalorf ] have never been able 
to meet with, or to hear of, after much in- 
Aar nor is it * material, as Luther's ſen- 
timents 


* 


„ ye 
tments are ſufficiently evident from this ſhort: 


account of it. But the calumny, ſo far as it is 
one, did not take its riſe, ſolely at leaſt, from 


this letter. I have now by me a popiſh book 
in Engliſh, containing the lives of ſome of the 
Reformers, printed many years before Da Per- 


r01's time, in which the diſbelief of the immor- 


tality of the ſoul is objected to Luther, and the 


1 appealed to are Lutber's defence of 


his articles againſt Pope Leo's Bull, cited above 


p. 10, and his comment upon Beck... ix. 10. 
juſt mentioned, without any reference to, or 


mentiem of this letter to Amſaorf. If our apo- 
logiſt knew of theſe paſſages in Luther's works, 
he impoſed. upon Mr. Bayle in repreſenting this: 
doctrine of his maſter, as only, to be: found in a 
private letter. But to take him in 2 his own... 


way. 
1. That Laithey did not ia to "aps the 
ſouls of the Juſt are dead in this interval, is to 


little purpoſe, as the profound reft und fleep, 
without knowing where they are, anſwers the 
cardinal's purpoſe juſt as well: not to mention a 


ſuſpicious et cetera in the Lutberan divine's re- 


port, which may probably conceal more than 5 


he thought proper to expreſs. 


2. The authority of the F athery als have 


been much to the apologiſt's purpoſe, had ha 
brought it in ſupport of Lurber's opinion againſt 
the cavils of the papiſts. But it is of no ſort of 


avail to defend an opinion of Luther, which, 
in th m—_—_— of our apologiſt, ought to be 
QA. 


recti- 


; 
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reflified. As to the F athers who were of this 
opinion, it is probable they ſaw this profound 
reſt and feep, as neceſſary for themſelves, and 
for the apoſtles before them, in oppoſing the 
demon-worſhip of the Pagans, as Luther found 
it afterwaids to confound the laint-w Were al | 
Popery. 
Woll, but Luther, fays the apologiſe rec- 
« tified this opinion in proceſs of time. 

Did Luther then ſo far alter his mind as to 
recant. and eſpouſe the contrary doctrine? No, 
our apologiſt does not ſay that, though he 
would not be unwilling you ſhould fo underſtand 
him. He only means that he qualified his 
opinions with certain ſaving limitations, the 
import of which, we ſhall have occaſion pre- 
ſently to conſider. In the mean time, it is next 
to certain, that he held the ſleep of the ſoul, for 
ten long years without theſe ſavings; namely, 
from the year 1522, the date of his Itter to 
Amſdorf, to the year 1532, when he publiſhed 
his commentary on Ecclefiaſtes. And his reflec- 
tion on the death of Jobn elector of Saxony, who 
died of an apoplexy immediately upon his return- 
ing from the chace, that ſame year, ſhews that he 
was then in no diſpoſition to retract it. Deus, ſays 
Luther, illi evenire fecit, quod pueris, qui abſque 
cura naſcuntur, vivunt et exſpirant; cum reſur- 
recturus ff [EleQor] in die nouiſſimo, putabit ſe 
ex ſaltu Lochavienſi, ubi venabatur, venire (0. 


/ 57 Saen Hiſt. Luth, lib. iii. p. 30. 


1 

The Apology is thus concluded. And 
« though Luther ſeems. in his later writings to 
e attribute g to the fouls of the predeſtinate, 
5 he does not mean thereby a reſt which is a 
« profound ſleep, and deprives them of the 
« viſion and ccnverſation of God and the an- 
« gels. See his commentary on the 24th [it 
« thould be the 25th] chapter of Geneſis, where 
e he ſpeaks very. largely of the ſtate of fouls 
«« departed.” 5 
So then Luther ſtill — that the fouls of 
the predeſtinate were at ret. But before we 
procede to examine theſe particular paſſages in 
the commentary on Geneſis, it will be neceſſary 
to 1 the following conſiderations. «fl 
That Luther himſelf acknowledges he 
was ſometimes obliged to take methods of ex- 
pounding ſcripture which He himſelf did not 
approve, in gratiam auditorum (2). 

2. That 'this commentary on Geneſis, was 
delivered at Wittemberg in way of public lec- 
tures, to a promiſcuous company of ſcholars 
and others, from the year 1536 to the year 
1545. They were not intended for publication, 
till Luther underſtood that Cruciger, Rorarius, 
and others, had taken them down in writing. 
The account he himſelf gives of them is re- 
markable enough to be tranſcribed. Eætempo- 
raliter et populariter omnia difta ſunt, prout in 
buccam venerunt verba, trebro et mixtim etiam 
Germanica, verboſius certe quam vellem (a), 


(2) Seckendort. u. s. lib. ii. p. 24. | | 
| - 2 3. That 


„ 
e 
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3. That ſome diſputes had happened among 
his followers upon the queſtion, - what become 
of the ſoul after death? which Luther aſſigns 28 
the reaſon why he meddled with the queſtion at 
all (4) : which diſputes, by the way, he had 
endeavoured all along to filence, by ſaying, 
that nothing is revealed to us on that head, 
* and that it is raſh to affirm any thing about 
Wt it without the word of God (c. 
Wl. 4. It is certain that the general prejudice 
Wl was againſt Lutber's opinion. The article of 
the interceſſion of ſaints which led directly to the 
practice of zavocation, ſtuck long with many 
Proteſtants, even whole churches, and Luther 
himſelf was obliged to compromiſe matters with 
them as well as he could, even ſo late as the 
year 1539 /d). And what wonder that in theſe 
RE = - — circum» 


(5) Ego quidem propterea eam diſputationem attingo, ut 
præcidam et amoveam curioſas aliorum quæſtiones et diſpu- 
tationes. In Geneſin, xxv. 8. . OE | 
(c) See his annotation on [ſarah Ixiv. 15, and compare it 
with what he ſays on Matth. xvii 25 * 

(4) Sectendorf. Index tertius. Supplend. ad ann. 1522. 
And in the year 1539, it was among the inſtructions of 
thoſe who were appointed to vifit the Marche of Brandenburg, 
e that they ſhould injoin the Paſtors, to bring men 
& degrees, from the ſaints unto God; that this would be 
„ be done by teaching them that there was neither precept, 
c example, nor form in the ſcriptures for the invocation of 
« ſaints.---But that theſe things ſhould be inculcated with 
* caution and mod:/tly, left the faints ſhould be contumeli- 
4 ouſly treated, and deprived of their true honour.” Seckeny 
dorf, l. iii. p. 238. Maimbourg, in his hiſtory of Luthera- 
niſin, ſays, that at the conference held at Aug/burgh, 1530s 
on the deſign of reconciling the Proteſtants and the Papi 
/ : : | . “% the 


. | 

circumſtances, and in a public le&ure-to whic 

all ſorts of people had acceſs, - Luther ſhould en- 
deavour to put the determination of this queſlion 
upon ſuch a footing, that they among the Pro- 
teſtants who were diſpoſed to honour and revere 
the ſaints, ſhould neither be ſcandalized at his 
treating them as non-ex:/tents, nor take occaſion 
from his conceſſions, to call for their interceſſion 
by prayer and adoration? a I 
Let us now ſee how far this commentary on 


Genesis may be ſuppoſed to have been adapted 
to theſe circumſtances. I ſhall give the cita- 


tations in Lutber's own words, that they may 


not be ſuſpected to be miſrepreſented by an 


unfaithful tranſlation. . 
„GEN. xxv. 8. Abraham calledtus of ad 
te popules ſuos] æc verba ſpiritus ſancti neuti- 
« quam otioſa ſunt nec dicuntur beſtiis, quæ 
« non eunt ad patres et populos ſuos ; ſed hos 


& the former owned that ſaints and angels intercede for us, and 
65. were therefore to be honoured but not invoked.” jSeckendorf 


does not contradict this, where it falls in his way, Lib. ii. p. 


178. He only obſerves that both ſides agreed, that invocation 
was not commanded in ſcripture. Afterwards indeed, wiz. 
lib. iii. p. 548, in anſwer to the biſhop of Hilderſbeim, who 
inſiſted on the ſame fact: Seckendorf, ſays, he; does not 
* find any ſuch conceſſion was ever made, either at the 
t conference at Augſburgb, or elſewhere.” The fact ſeems 
to have been, that Melancibon, a man of peace and meekneſs, 
had been too ſoft and tender upon this head of interceſſion, 
and might be underſtood to give it- up- Melanctbon's timi- 
dity drew upon him the reproaches of Luther at certain 


times; on other occaſions, when it proceeded to dejection 
and deſpondency, Luther was. as ready to comfort and en- 


cou him. — 2 3 8 
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*« ſtatu animarum poſt hanc vitam. 
autem reſponſio eſt quam Chriſtus preſenbit 
cum inquit, Matth. xxii. Deus non eff mor- 


1 118 1 


ec minibus, et teſtantur reſtare poſt. hate vitam | 


aliam et meliorem ; quin etiam ante Chriſt 
60 adventum, fuiſſe populum viventium qui ha- 
* bitant in terra viventium, et ad quos emigra- 


runt pii. Inde ergo patres intellexerunt re- 


ce ſurrectionem et vitam eternam._— De ims 
* plis hoc non dicitur, ed eſt . de fanctis | 


et ſaſtis. 4 


Thus far Luther attempts only to draw from 
theſe words a general proof of a reſurrection 
and eternal life; and this, he ſuppoſes, they 


ſuggeſted to the patriar chs. What he meant 


by a living people, inhabiting the land of 'the 
living, we ſhall fee preſently. In the mean 
time, be it obſerved, that according to Luther 


the wicked and impious are not comprehended 


among the inhabitants of the land of the living. 


He proceeds next to the queſtion concerning the 
ſtate of ſouls after this life. 


« Porro hoc loco queſtio agitari poteſt de | 
-Simplex 


e tuorum Deus, ſed vi ventium. Inde certi 
„ ſumus vivere animas, et dormire in pace, 
« nec torqueri ullis cruciatibus. Idque multi 


* loci ſcripture ſanctæ comprobant, quod poſt 
«© mortem non morimur, ſed. vivimus ſimpli- 


e citer: ficut ſententiæ admodum claræ Eſaiæ 
« teſtantur. Viri miſericordiæ colliguntur, et 
* nemo attendit nec curat. Juſtus ſublatus ef 
« ante calamitatem, et antequam ventant arumna, - 
85 rat in pacem ſuam, et f equa eſcit in cubicule 


. «c ſub. 
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&« ſu0. Quieſcunt ſancti molliter et tranquille, 
« ſicut in Apbcalypſi teſtatur vox de cœlo; A 


modo jam ee ſpiritus, ut . eſcant a labori- 


« bus ſcuis. 
This is our eee 8 idea of the land of the 
living mentioned above, the ſoul lives Jumply, 


feeps in peace, without being tormented. But it 


is remarkable that though theſe expreſſions may 


| ſeem to include all ſouls whatever, and that all 


ſouls in this ſtate were ſo afleep as to be void of 


all ſenſation, yet his proofs from 1/a:ah and the 


Apocalypſe, only come home to the ſaints, and 
the righteous. Does he mean then that the 
ſouls of the ſaints and of the righteous live in- 
ply, fleep in peace, inſenſible of joy, as well as 
of pain and torment ? This he ſeems to have 
apprehended, might give offence, and nenen 
qualifies it as follows. 

Differunt tamen ſomnus five quies jus: 
«© vitz, et futuræ. Homo enim in hac vita de- 
" fatigatus diurno labore, ſub noctem intrat cu- 


© biculum ſuum tanquam in pace, ut ibi dor- 


* miat, et. ea nocte fruitur quiete, neque quic- 
quam ſcit de ullo malo, ſive incendii, five 
©* c dis. Anima autem non fic dormit, ſed vi- 


© gilat, et patitur viſiones, loquelas angelorum 


get Dei. Ideo ſomnus in futura vita profundior 
« eff quam in hac vita, et tamen coram Deo 

ce vivit. | 
This, 1 ſuppoſe, i 1s the reffification of Luther's. 
former opinion mentioned by the Lutheran — | 
vine, And to what does it amount ? Even to 
this, The foul is in a watchful, drowſy, ac 
6e tive, 
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ee tive, paſſive ſtate, acted upon by viſions and 
« converſations of God and angels, even while it 
is in a more profound fleep than that of a man 
in this life who is conſcious of nothing.” Does 
not this look liker a chambermaids riddle, than 
the ſober ſyſtem of a learned divine? And did 
ever any man of common ſenſe expreſs himſelf 
in ſo ſtrange a manner who had à mind to be un. 
der/iood 5 And what ſhall we make of what bol. 
ewe? | 
_ « Fac fimilitudine quam habe. ſoma viven · | 
ce tis hominis contentus ſum. In illo enim eſt 
< pax et quies. Putat ſe dormiviſſe vix unam 
© aut alteram horam, et tamen videt animam ita 
_ * dormire, ut etiam vigilet. it 
But in the paragraph immediately foregoing, 
his Luther's ſleeping man was conſcious of no. 
thing, and in this very circumſtance he places: 
the difference between the ſleep of a living man, 
and the ſleep of a departed ſoul. Here he makes 
the ſleep of "hd living man, and the ſleep of a 
depatted ſoul. to correſpond throughout. For 
thus he concludes. , 3 
* Sic anima poſt mortem intrat ſuum oobigh 
eum, et pacem, et dormiens, non ſentit ſuum 
© ſomnum, et tamen ſervat Deus vigilantem a- 
r nimam. Ita Deus poteſt excitare Heliam, 
« Moſer, &c. et fic regete ut vivant. Sed quo- 
% modo? Neſcimus. Sufficit ſimilitudo ſomni 
cc corporalis, et quod Deus affirmat eſſe ſomnum 
*© quietem et pacem.” | 
Can any thing paint in more lively colours the 


diſtreſs of a man Wu fearing to give offence, 
| — m 
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deed any ſenſe in them? 


Mr. Bayle however ſeems to have ape 


in this account of his correſpondent, without 


giving himſelf the trouble to conſider whether 


even the ſort of ſleep, mentioned in theſe paſſ- 


ages of Luthers commentary, would not admit 


of all the conſequences that might be drawn 
from the mortality of the ſoul. The learned 
Dr. Jortin too, upon the credit, as it ſhould 
ſeem, of this ſame letter of the Lutheran divine 
to Mr. Bayle, has thought fit to ſay, Luthers 
« laſt and ſertled opinion ſeems to have been, 
* that the fouls of the good are in a ſtate of fe- 
licity (e).“ A certain ſign that neither he, 
nor Bane, had conſulted the paſſages to which 
the Lutheran divine refers. Since nothing can 
be farther from all idea of ſettlement than the ob- 
ſcure and fuctuating notions wo have' ow exhi- 
bited. 4 
Dr. Fortin indeed afterwards refiha us to two 
paſſages in Luther's Colloquia menſalia (, pub- 
liſhed by Bell, that may ſeem to favour his ſen- 
timents concerning Luthers ſettled opinion, 
which it will be neceſſary conſider. 

«.] am perſuaded, ſays Luther, of all thoſe 


© of whom the ſcripture ſaith, Aud be flept with 
eis fathers, that they are all in heaven, for this 


« word [| feep] EA rens that is good 


{e) Life of eder dog i. p. 122. 
V1 e n p. 336. 


+ labouting to conceal his real ade under 
4 cloud of words without wm confiſteney, or in- 
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« in the ſcriptures .“ Here the ala 


in the Dr.'s book; but in Bell „ Luther, goes on 


thus, But of whom it is written, They were 
ce made away, and lain by. the enemies, or were 


5 60 devoured and tern in preces by wild, Hog $5; Kc. 


e Tam perſuaded that they are loſt and damned. 
I imagine it will hardly be thought that all 
Luther's ſentiments. retailed in this _apoeryphal 


Deca. are accurately reported. Be, that as 


it may, it is plain that Luther here ig inferring 
from certain expreſſions, in ſeripture, the ha 

or miſcrable condition of certain perſons er 
life, whoſe end is deſcribed in thoſe\expreſtions, 


It is likewiſe plain, from Luther's\ ſaying) that 


they who die by violence, are /o/t and 2. that 


he is ſpeaking of the ſinal (and not of the inter- 


mediate ſtate) both of the one and the other. 
To be ſaved, and to be in heaven, are, in popu- 
lar language, the ſame thing, as to be happy; 
and are often uſed to expreſs the condition of 
good men departed when the ſeparate ſtate of 
their ſouls is never thought of. This particu- 
larly is Luther's common language. \ Had the 
queſtion been put to him whether he thought 
Fobn the Elector of Saxony abovementioned, was 


in heaven? He would moſt. certainly. have an- 


ſwered in the affirmative ; and yet we have ſeen 
that he would have meant this, not of preſent 
but of future felicity. But what follows, * 


put the matter out of all doubt. 


The other paſſage is this, 2 fone on 
&« Luther to a diſconſolate father, is wall; pro- 
() Sit Menſ. p. 301. 2] 
« vided 


hats. ena 
9 


8 


8 — ow 


e .. 
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inn; 
« vided for; he liveth now with Chriſt. O! 


* would to God that I had finiſhed my courſe, 
I would nat 'wiſh me here again ( 


The ſtreſs here, I fuppoſe, is laid upon the 
deceaſed ſon's, living ꝛvith Chriſt, It is pity. the 
worthy Dr. did not caſt his eye towards the bot- 
tom of the page whence this citation is taken. 
He would there have found Lather's own com- 
ment upon theſe and the like expreflions. For 
having there repreſented a perplexed perſon in 
tribulation, objecting that the faying of St. Paul, 
Rom. v. 1. They who are juſtified by faith, have 


peace with God, &c. is not verified in thoſe good 


men who are not at peace in the preſent life, he 


_ anſwers. ' True it is they have peace in faith, 


cc hut the ſame peace 18 invifible, and furpaſſeth 
all human conceit. Inſomuch, that being 
<« even in death, Feeling no life ar all, we mult 
* nevertheleſs believe we live. I will only add, 


that if theſe are the only teſtimonies which can 


be produced out of this folio book of above 500 
pages for Luther's ſettled opinion, they muſt be 
very thin ſown. But be they more or fewer, I 
will engage to confront them with an equal 


number on the other ſide out of this very col- 


» 1 
I ſhall however now cloſe the preſent diſ- 


quiſition with an indifputable proof that Luthers 
lateſt, and on that account, real Opinion con- 


cerning the ſtate of the dead, was conformable 
to his commentary on Eccles. ix. 10. his reflec- 


% Coll. Men. p. 402. , RE ol 2 
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tion on the death of John Elector of Saxony, and ; 
his letter to Amſdorf: and that upon better au- 
thority than that of the colloquies. 


Sleidan, ſpeaking of Luther's behaviour © on the 


day of his death, tells us, Inter cænandum, varis 
8 5 rebus locutus, hoc etiam inter alia rogabat, 


num in illa ſempiternã vita, ſimus alter alterum 


\ 


bo © recognituri ! ? cumque illi averent ex ipſo ſcire, 


quid, inquit, accidit Adamo? nunquam ille 
&© viderat Evam ; ſed, cum illam formaret Deus, 


altiſſima quiete ſopitus, dormiebat ; experge- 
factus autem cum illam videret, non rogat, 


« que ſit? aut unde veniat ? ſed carnem eſſo de 


* ſua carne dicit, et os de ſuis oſſibus. Qui vero 


* 


A 


ſciebat iſtud ? Nimirum ſpiritu ſancto plenus 
*« et vera Dei cognitione præditus, ita pronunci- 


* abat. Ad eundem modum, nos etiam in alteri 
vita renovabimur per Chriſtum, et parentes, 


© uxores, liberos, et quicquid eſt, multo per- 
e fectius agnoſcemus quam tunc Evam Adam 
*© cognovit (i).“ 

Luther here conſiders thoſe who will know 
their friends in that eternal life, as in the ſame 
ſtate that Adam was when Eve was firſt pre- 
ſented to him, namely, juſt awaked out of 2 
deep ſleep. The renewal by Chriſt cannot poſ- 
ſibly mean any thing but the reſurrection of the 


de . and theſe two circumſtances, conſidered 


together, leave not the leaſt room for a con- 
ſcious intermediate ſtate. A plain proof that 
Luther never r departed from the ſentiments he 


(1) Sleidan. lib. xvi. 488. 


diſcloſed 
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ä : 
diſcloſed to Amſdorf in 1 522, but retained to his 
dying moment, the ſame uniform idea of a to- 
tal ſuſpenſion of thought and conſciouſneſs dur-. 
ing the interval between death and the reſurtec- 
tion. | | . 3 

The misfortune was that his more immediate 
diſciples were in another perſuaſion, and there- 
fore, inſtead of defending their maſter's doctrine, 
ſet themſelves to prove he never held it (#4); 
and thus leaving the main root of Popery, in the 
ground, it is no wonder they ſhould have been 
unſucceſsful in pruning away the corrupt fruits 
which always have, and always will ſpring from 
it. 5 | | 


f (4) Sectendorf, I ſuſpect, wanted to conceal Luther's ſenti- 
ments on the intermediate ſtate through a fooliſh apprehen- 


ſion of their being heretical, There are few traces of what 


Luther thought on the ſubject in all his voluminous work. 
And though he gives an account of moſt of his commenta- 
ries on the ſcriptures, under the ſeveral years in which they 
were publiſhed, he never mentions Luther's opinion on the 
ſtate of the dead, except in one or two places, where Luther 
ſays, there is nothing revealed about it in ſcripture. Luther's 
reflexjon on the death of the elector of Saxony, was too ſtrik- 
ing to be omitted, and had been recorded elſewhere. So 
likewiſe. was his laſt converſation concerning the knowledge 


of our friends in another life. But Seckendorf took care to 


ſoften the offenſive expreſſions, as may be ſeen by comparing 
his account of it p. 636. with Sleidan's and Melchior Adam's. 
Theſe little partialities will ſtick to writers of the moſt con- 
ſummate integrity, of whom Seckendorf is in the foremoſt 


Tank. 


THE EN D. 
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